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and about one hundred and sixty others, inha- 
bitants of the town of Moriah, in the county 
of Essex, in the State of New York, praying an 
appropriation for the construction of a military 
or public road from Whitehall, in the county of 


Washington, to Plattsburg, in the county of | 


linton, and State of New York; which, on 


motion by Mr. R., was referred to the Committee | 


on Roads and Canals. 

Also, ten petitions, purporting to have been 
signed by more than six hundred inhabitants of 
of Oneida, in the State of New York, 
praying the abolition of slavery and the slave 
trade in the District of Columbia. 


Also, five pe- | 


titions, purporting to have been signed by about | 
> > ° é 5 z | 
six hundred and fifty inhabitants of the city of 


Utica, in the State of New York, also praying 
the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the 
District of Columbia. Also, nine petitions, pur- 

orting to have been signed by five hundred ladies, 


inhabitants of the county of Oneida, in the State | 


of New York, also praying the abolition of sla- 


very and the slave trade in the District of Colum- | 


bia. 
inhabitants of the city of Utica, in the State of 
New York, praying for the abolition of slavery 
and the slave trade in the District of Columbia. 
The several petitions praying the abolition of 
slavery and the slave trade, were referred to the 
select committee on that subject, of which Mr. 


Pinckney is chairman.] 
Messrs. HARPER, ASH, reieibon 1. 


BANKS, and DARLINGTON, of Pennsylvania; | 


|, of munitions of war and military stores; and 


Messrs. JENIFER and HOWARD, of Mary- 
land; 

Messrs. BEALE, ROBERTSON, and MA- 
SON, of Virginia; 

Mr. HAWKINS, of North Carolina; 

Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina; 

Messrs. CLEVELAND and JACKSON, of 
Georgia. 

{Mr. CLeve.anp presented the petition of sun- 
dry citizens of the county of Henry, in the State 
of Georgia, praying the establishment of a mail 
route from Mcthonsunh, via Tucker’s Cabin, to 
Decatur. } 


Messrs. WILLIAMS, HARLAN, HAWES, || 


and WHITE, of Kentucky; 
(Mr. Witurams, of Kentucky, presented a 


reamble and resolutions of the Legislature of | 


entucky, on the subject of slavery. The reso- 
lutions were as follows: 


* Resolved by the General Assembly of the Commonwealth 
of Kentucky, That this Commonwealth alone has power to 
regulate and control the subject of domestic slavery as it 
exists within her territory, and any attempt on the part of 
the Federal Government to interfere with it in any manner 
would be at war with the solemn sanctions of that instru- 
sent which binds us together. 

* Resolved, That the General Assembly views with un- 
qualified reprobation the formation of abolition societies at 
the North for the purpose of circulating incendiary publica- 
tions among the slaveholding States of the Union, as a vio- 
lation of the original basis of the Federal compact, and 
catculated to endanger the integrity of this Union. 

** Resolved, That any attempt by Congress to abolish do- 
mestic slavery within the District of Columbia would be 
regarded by this Commonwealth asa breach of the implied 
faith of the nation towards the citizens of that District, and 
as an usurpation of power which, if acquiesced in by the 
slaveholding States, must end in the ultimate disregard, by 
that body, of the constitutional tenure by which they now 
hold their property. 

Resolved, That our sister States, where domestic slavery 
exists, be, and they are hereby, assured of the earnest co- 
operation of the State of Kentucky to resist, at all hazards, 
every effort to interfere with that subject, either by Con- 
gress, any State, or combination of private persons.” 


The preamble and resolutions were referred to 
the select committee on the subject.] 


Messrs. FORESTER, HUNTSMAN, LEA, 
STANDEFER, and the SPEAKER, of Ten- 
nessec; . 

Messrs. WHITTLESEY, KENNON, STOR- 
ER, JONES, MASON, and WEBSTER, of Ohio; 

{Mr. Masow presented an affidavit of the Hon. 
Ira Paige, of Clark county, Ohio, respecting the 


appraisement of the lands lying on the line of 
the national road in that county, in 1843, for the 
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Also, the petition of six hundred ladies, | 
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purpose of taxation; which was ordered to be laid 
| on the table, and be printed, 

Also, sundry remonstrances and memorials of 
citizens of Ohio, protesting against a change in 
the line of the same road between Springfield and 
greeny 

Messrs. HANNEGAN, CARR, and McCAR- 
TY, of Indiana; 

{Mr. HanneGan presented the petition of nu- 
merous citizens of Indiana, asking the extension 
of a certain mail route from Kirk's Cross-roads, 
through Frankfort, Delphi, Monticello, and La- 
porte, to Michigan city; and a petition for a post 
route from Burlington to Delphi, to intersect said 
route; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Messrs. REYNOLDS and MAY, of Illinois; 

{Mr. Reynoxns presented the petition of the 
Illinois Central Railroad Company, which stated 
that said compan was incorporated by the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Hllinois, for the 
purpose of constructing a railroad from the mouth 
of the Ohio river to the termination of the Ili- 
nois and Michigan canal, in the Illinois river, 

| with the right to extend the same to Galena. 
The memorial further stated, that the length of 
this railroad would be four or five hundred miles, 
_ extending north and south through the center of 
the State of Illinois, and near, for the most part, 
the public lands of the United States. This road 
would connect the North with the South in com- 
merce, and the same also for the transportation 


would expedite the sale of the public lands in the | 


vicinity of said road. 
| premises, the memorial prays a reasonable dona- 


In consideration of the | 


tion of the public lands to aid in the construction | 


| of said road, and to allow a preémption in the 
| purchase of the alternate sections of public lands 
_ over which said road may pass. } 
Messrs. LEWIS, LAWLER, and LYON, of 
Alabama; 
Messrs. HARRISON and ASHLEY, of Mis- 


| souri; 


| ; 
} Mr. JONES, of Michigan. 
| 


ciuzens at Fort Snelling, Michigan Territory, 
praying the establishment ofa post route from that 
place to Prairie du Chien; the proceedings of a 
meeting of the citizens of Joe Davies’ county, Ih- 
nois, and of Iowa county, Michigan Territory, 
praying for the extension of the preémption law to 
the miners of those counties; the proceedings of a 
meeting of the citizens of Dubuque county, Mich- 
igan Territory, praying for the survey of the lands 
west of the Mississippi river, and the establishment 
of the seat of government for Wisconsin Territory, 
at the town of Dubuque, in that Territory; a peti- 
| tion of C. A. Grignon, praying to be perfected in 


(Mr. Jonrs presented a petition of officers and | 


| a title to six hundred and forty acres of land on | 
| Fox river, Michigan Territory; also, a petition | 
for a mail route in Michigan Territory, Penin- 


sula. 
Tie States having been gone through, the fol- 
| lowing gentlemen, having 
sent when the States were called in their order, 
| by permission of the House presented petitions 
| and memorials, viz: Messrs. LEE of New York, 
| EVANS, and MUHLENBERG. 

[Mr. Lee presented the petition of John G. 
Pray, for compensation for services performed 
| by him during the years 1814 and 1815; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
| Mr. Lee also presented the petition of the 
| custom-house measurers of the port of New York, 
| praying that the office of measurer may not be 
| abolished; which was referred to the Committee 

on Commerce. } 


| 
| 
| 
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the erection of a custom-house et Boston; and that the 
said memorial be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 


On motion by Mr. RUSSELL, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allow- 
ing a pension to George Robb, of the State of New York, 
equal to the full pay of a captain of intantry in the Massa- 


clusetts line, in ticu of the pension for revolutionary ser- 
vices which he now receives. 


On motion by Mr. CUSHING, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing a 
drawback ou the exportation of cigars manufactured in the 
United Siates of imported leaf tobacco, 


On motion by Mr. EVERETT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claime 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing to 
the legal representatives of Cornelius Russell, deceased, an 
officer in the army of the Revolution, his commutation pay 
and bounty lands. 


On motion by Mr. LAWRENCE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreigu Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing an an- 
nual salary to the consul of the United States at Alexandria, 
in Egypt. 

Mr. REED submitted the following resolution; 
which, by consent, was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay 
before this House a chart or map of the harbor and land of 


Provincetown, in the State of Massachusetts, in a reduced 
form. 


Mr. JANES submitted the following resolution; 
which, by consent, was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to lay 
before this House the report of the United States engineer 
relative to the survey of a canal from Wells river to Bar- 
lington, Vermont. 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expedicney of amending the 
law of the United States which gives to the district judges 
thereof the right to appointthe clerks of the United States 
district and circuit courts. 


On motion by Mr. PETIGREW, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Washington to Derham’s 
creek, in North Carolina. 


On motion by Mr. RUSSELL, it was 


Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing a 
pension to Alexander Gillis, of the State of New York, for 
services rendered during the war of the Revolution as an 
Indian spy. 


On motion by Mr. BROWN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing 


| by law forthe payment of John Woodward, of the county 


of Sullivan, in the State of New York, of the sum of thirty- 
four pounds fourteen shillings, with the interest alleged to 
be due to him for services rendered to the United States 
during the war of the Revolution ; and that the papers here- 


| with submitted be referred to the said committee. 


On motion by Mr. FORESTER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
inquire into the expediency of extending the benefit of the 
pension law of the 7th of June, 1832, to such revolutionary 


|| soldiers as served three months at one or more times during 


been temporarily ab- || 


the war of the Revolution. 


Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolu- 


| tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury, under 
whose direction the printing of certain tables and notes on 
the subject of cotton has been placed by this House, be au- 
thorized to add any further explanatory notes on that subject 


On motion by Mr. MASON, of Ohio, it was 


Resolved, That the papers relating to the claim of Thomas 
Todd, a soldier of the war of 1812, to bounty land, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Ciaims. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Ohio, it was 


| which may occur to him in the progress of the printing. 


Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Com- | 


merce, submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Commerce be dis- 


charged from the consideration of the memorial of the mer- 
chants and other citizens of the district of Boston and 


Charlestown, in favor of au increased appropriation for |! 


| 
| 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire iato the expediency of es- 
tablishing a post route from Lexington, by New Baltimore, 
Midway, Manchester, Roylestown, Milton, Jackson, Ca- 
naan, to Waynesburg, in Wayne county, Olio. 


On motion by Mr. FORESTER, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Claims inquire into the 


expediency of paying John B. Perkins for the loss of two 
horses, lost by him in the Seminole campaign. 
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On motion by Mr. PEYTON, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 


establishing a post route from Gaynesboro,’ up the Cumber- 
land river, via Meigstown, (Amos Kirkpatrick’s,) Thomas 
Butler’s, and Selina, Tennessee, to Burksville, Kentucky; 
and also to establish a post route from Locust Shade, in 
Overton county, Tennessee, via_Fox spring, Selina, and 


Garrett Moore’s, Tennessee, to Tompkinsville, Kentucky. I! 


On motion by Mr. MASON, of Virginia, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire ! 


into the expediency of making it criminal, within the limits 
of the United States, to counterieit the current coin of any 
foreign nation. 


On motion by Mr. HAWES, it was 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a 


pension agency at Ilopkinsville, in Kentucky. 
On motion by Mr. BOYD, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Port Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from the mouth of Sandy, in Henry 
county, Tennessee, by the way of Concord, to Waydsboro’, | 
in Callaway county, Kentucky. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it was — 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an 
appropriation for the survey of the Fox and Manitowoc 
rivers, and to Winnebago lake, preparatory to the improve 
ment thereof. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing post routes from Bellevieu, Dubuque county, 
Michigan ‘lerritory, to Galena, Illinois; from Pine river. 
via Antoine Le Clere’s, to Rock Island, Iinois; and from 
Mineral Point, via ‘IT’. J. Parish’s, to the English prairie, on 
the Wisconsin river. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it 
was 

Resolved, That five thousand extra copies of a report of 
the Secretary of War, made in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate, transmitting a report of the expedition 
of the dragoons under the command of Colonel Henry Dodge 
to the Rocky Mountains, during the summer of 1835, be 
printed for the use of this House. 


On motion by Mr. JENIFER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making compen 
sation to Cornelius Manning forthe loss of a servant, taken 
by the British during the late war, out of the surplus fund, 
if the treaty of Ghent be appheable to such claims. 


On motion by Mr. McKIM, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means inquire 
into the expediency of repealing so much of the act of Con 
gress of the 2d of Mareh, 1799, as requires the issuing of 
eertificeates by the collector to the importers of all wines in 
casks, boxes, or otherwise. 


On motion by Mr. TURNER, it was | 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be insiructed to inquire into the propricty of allowing to 
the heirs of Edward Pannell, the amount due on a certifi 
cate signed by Lord Berkley, Assistant Deputy Quarter 
master General of the Army of the United States, in the 
war of the Revolution. | 


On motion by Mr. HARRISON, of Missouri, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Comittee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expedicacy of making Green’s Landing, 
in the county of Manon, State of Missouri, a port of entry; 
end that the Committee on Roads and Canals be instructed 
to inquire ato the expediency of making @n appropriation 
for the purpose of clearing out the obstructions of the Mis- 
souri and Mississippi rivers, within the State of Missouri. 


On motion by Mr. CHAPMAN, it was 


Resolved, Viiat the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Jacksonville, in Benton 
county, Alabama, by the way of Fort Arinstrong, Chattooza 
village, Major Dougherty’s mills, Morgan’s store, Wilham 
Henry’s, atthe Big Spang, Walker Court-house, William 
Falkner’s, and thence to Rossville, in Georgia. 


On motion by Mr. CONNOR, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post roure from Beattie’s Ford, North Caro- 
lina, to Sherrill’s Tord post office, Hokesville, to Fisher's 
vost Office, returning by Eavesville, the neighborhod of 

‘homas L. May’s, to Dry Pond; also, that said committee 
inquire into the expediency of establishing a post route from 


Salisbury, North Carolina, to Mount Pleasant, in Cabarras 


county, to Coburn’s store, in Mechienburg county. 


On motion by Mr. ASHLEY, it was 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
law for the improvement of the navigation of the Marimeck 
river, from its mouth to the iron works at the Big Spring. 


On motion by Mr. MARTIN, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Elkton, in the State of Ten- 
nessee, 10 Decatur, in the State of Alabama. 
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On motion by Mr. RIPLEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Port Hudson, in Lawrence, 
by the way of Jackson, Clinton, Greenborough, to intersect 
the Holmesville and New Orleans route at or near Colonel 
Edwards’, in the parish of St. Tammany. 


On motion by Mr. MAY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing a post route from Chicago to Elgin, on Fox | 
river, thence to Rockford, on Rock river, thence to Wyota, | 
on the Pecatoolica, thence to Galena. | 


On motion by Mr. PATTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads be directed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing & post route from Orange Court-house, Orange 
county, Virginia, to Stannardsville, in said county. 


On motion by Mr. CRAIG, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
inquire into the expediency of allowing Lewis Webb, late 
a captain in the war of the Revolution, the five years’ full 
pay, in lieu of half pay for life, promised by the resolution 
of Congress of 17383. 


On motion by Mr. LANE, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the propriety of estab- 
lishing a pension office at Lawrenceburg, [ndiana. 


On motion by Mr. LAWLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post route from Tuscaloosa, via Foster’s mills, 
Thornton’s, Clinton, and Gainville, Alabama, and Narke- 
tah, Yanaby old town, Mozelusha old town, Killing’s, Scott 
Court-house, Myers’, and Brandon’s, to Jackson, Missis- 
Sippi. 


On motion by Mr. SEVIER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of affirming the 
sales of certain tracts of lands in Arkansas, which land, by 
the mistake of the land officers, was allowed to be entered | 
before the same was proclaimed for sale. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, it was | 


Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of allowing to Elijah Milam and 
the legal representatives of George W. Milam, deceased, 
compensation tor two horses lost during their services as 
rangers in the late Indian depredations on the western fron- 
tier of [linois. 


On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
instructed to inguire into the expediency of making some 
additional compensation for extra services and charges to 
David L. Brent, consul of the United States at Paris, and 
to report thereon by bill or otherwise. 





On motion by Mr. CASEY, it was 1 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- | 
lishing the following post routes, viza From Mount Carmel, 
by Alhou, Leech’s Milis, Fairfield, and Malding’s Mills, to 
Mount Vernon; from Mount Carmel to Maysville; from 
Fairfield to Salem; trom Crawfordville, Indiana, by New- 
ton, Rob Roy, Williamsport, Marion, and Parksgrove, to 
Iroquois, in Lhnois; from Dixon’s Mills, Indiana, west to 
Blooomfield, in Edgar county, Iinois; trom Terre Haute, 
Indiana, to Vandalia, Illinois, on the national road; from 
McLanesboro’, by Croches, to Malding’s Miils; from Law 
renceville to Palestine; from Mourt Vernon to Nashville, 
in Hilinois; from Charleston to Greenups, in Coles county, 


|} Lilinois. 


! 

On motion by Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, it | 
was | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- | 
structed to inquire into the justice and expediency of in- 
demnifying all persons and their heirs out of the public lands 
which were ceded by the State of Virginia to the United 


State, who have lost, or may hereatter lose, land, the |; 


title to which was derived from the laws of Virginia, either | 
by patent or entry, on the western waters, prior to the Ist | 
day of May, 1792, in all those cases where the lands so lost 
have been taken or covered by claims, and so derived from 
the Commouwealth of Virginia. 


| 
On motion by Mr. LYON, it was | 
} 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands inquire 
into the situation of the title to the four reserved sections 


| townships granted to the Tombeckbe association of French 


emigrants, for the cultivation of the vine and olive ; and | 
into the expediency of making provision by law for the 
granting of titles to such of the allottees as may have 

complied with the terms of the contract between the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and Chartes Villar, agent of the | 


French Emigrant Association, and the several acts of Con- | 


gceess passed in relation thereto ; and of authorizing the re- | 


} 
mainder of the said four sections to be disposed of as uther 


publie lands. 


On motion by Mr. JARVIS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of providing by law that all 
ships or vessels of the United States, of twenty tons or up- 
wards, shall be registered, and all vessels under twenty 


sons shall be enrolled, and that the registers and enroll- 


ments be required to contain, in addition to the names of 


| the owners of the vessels, the share which each owner may 
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have therein; the said documents to be issued, instead of 
those now in use, without expense to the owners of the 
vessels; and also that every vessel of the United States, of 
twenty tons and upwards, shail be furnished with a docu- 
ment, by which she shall be licensed to engage in the for- 
eign or coasting trade, or in the fisheries, as the case ma 
be; and that all vessels under twenty tons shall in like 
manner be furnished with a license for the coasting trade 
or fisheries, no license for a foreign voyage being available for 
more than one voyage * and no license for the coasting trade 
or fisheries being available for more than one year. And 
that the said committee be also instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of providing by law for ascertaining the 
number of seamen engaged in the foreign trade, the coast- 
ing trade, and the fisheries of the United States. 


| REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 











Mr. GRENNELL, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
| representatives of Roswell Lee; which was read 
| twice and committed. 
| Mr. BOULDIN, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, ener a bill to amend 
| the charter of the city of Alexandria, so far as 
| respects the mode of. choosing a mayor; which 
was read twice and committed. 
Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee on 


| Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Thomas 


| McCandless; which was read twice and com- 
| mitted. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, from the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, reported the follow- 
ing bills; which were read twice and committed: 

A bill providing for the opening of a road from 
Milwaukie, in Michigan, to the Mississippi river; 
and 

A bill for the improvement of the mail road be- 
tween Louisville and St. Louis. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, from the same committee, 
reported amendments to the bills to provide for 
the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river, and providing for the surveys of cer- 
tain rivers; which were committed. 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported a bill to allow additional compen- 
sation to William Easby; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
| of James Burton, deceased; and 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William Vause, deceased. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: 

A bill regulating the deposits of the money of 
the United States in certain local banks; 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to adjust the claim of the Bank of the United 
States for damages on a protested bill of ex- 
change on the French Government, and to recover 
the dividends due by the Bank of the United 
| States to the Government; and 
| A bill to explain and amend the act for the re- 
-eah 24 the sufferers by fire in the city of New 
| York. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the same com- 
| mittee, reported certain estimates from the ord- 
| nance department; which were ordered to be 





| printed. 
, Mr. CAMBRELENG, instructed by the same 
| committee, moved to discharge the Committee of 
| the Whole on the state of the Union from the 
| further consideration of the bill repealing the 14th 
| section of the act to incorporate the subscribers 
| to the Bank of the United States. 
| After a few remarks by Messrs. CAMBRE- 
| LENG and ADAMS, the motion was postponed 
until to-morrow. 
Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Terri- 
| tories, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill for the admission of Arkansas into the 
Union, and for the establishment of a district 
court therein; and 

A bill to amend the several acts for the estab- 
lishment of the territorial governments for the 
several Territories in the United States. 

Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Jubal 
B. Hancock; which was read twice and com- 
mitted, 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Naval 
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Affairs, reported a bill concerning pensions 
chargeable to the navy pension fund; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revo- | 
lutionary Pensions, reported the following bills; | 
which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Danforth; and | 

A bill for the relief of Jacob Wallace. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce, reported the following bills; 
which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of L. B. Willis, formerly 
acting deputy surveyor for the district of Mis- 
sissippi; and +3 nisin 

A bill making an appropriation for the erection 
of a marine hospital in New Orleans. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee of | 
Waysand Means, reported a bill for the relief of | 


Samuel D. Walker, of Baltimore; which was read || 


twice and committed. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported a bill to extend the time 
for selling the lands granted to the incorporated 
Kentucky asylum for the deaf and dumb; which 
was read twice and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported a biil for the relief of | 
William Sanders and William R. Porter; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, reported the following bills; | 
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|| from sundry citizens of that State, praying for a 


which were read twice and committed: || 


A bill to provide for the payment of certain 
ensioners of the United States at Wheeling, in | 
irginia; and 

A bill for the relief of Jonathan Dow. 

Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions reported the following bills; which 
were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Richard Severson; 

A bill for the relief of Frederick Wilheid; 

A bill for the relief of Lot Leonard; and 

A bill for the relief of James Scott. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, reported a bill pro- 
viding for the salaries of certain officers therein 
named; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. KENNON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Solo- 
mon Sturges; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the repre- 
sentatives of Henry Richards, deceased; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported the follow- | 
ing bills; which were read twice and commit- 
ted: 

A bill to provide more efiectually for the de- | 
fense of the Arkansas frontier; 

: bill for the relief of Major Freeman Cross; 
an 

A bill to repair and extend the United States 
arsenal at Charleston, South Carolina. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the same committee, 
made a report on the subject of arsenals of con- | 
struction; which was opin to be printed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, trom the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of T. Savage 


ie ; 5”? 
administrator of Boletha Laws; which was reau 


twice and committed. 
Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, reported the follow- 


ing bills; which were read twice and committed: | 


|| anew court-house and jail; which was referred 





A bill for the suppression of lotteries and the 
sale of lottery tickets in the District of Colum- 
bia; and 

A bill giving the assent of Congress to an act 
of the Virginia Legislature amendatory of the 
act incorporating the Portsmouth and Alexandria 
Railroad Company. 

Mr. SHEPARD, from the same committee, 
a a resolution setting apart Tuesday and 

ednesday, the 26th and 27th days of April next, 
for the consideration of business relating to the 
District of Columbia; which was rejected without 
a count. 

Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill authorizing the Winnis- 
simmet company to lay out and make a way 
through the property of the United States at 


| 
| 
| 


| the United States; which was referred to the Com- 


| communicating the constitution of Michigan, and 
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Chelsea, in the State ef Massachusetts; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. LEA, of Tennessee, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relief of John Boon; which was read twice and 

committed. 
| Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee on [ndian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Milly 
Yates; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. CRAIG, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims; Mr. JARVIS, from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs; Messrs. FRY, STOR- 
ER, and MORGAN, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions; Messrs. BEARDSLEY 
and ROBERTSON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary; Messrs. KENNON and DUNLAP, 
from the Committee on the Public Lands; and 
Mr. HAWES, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, made unfavorable reports upon various 
petitions, a portion of which were Vaid on the 
| table, and the residue committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House. 

The House then, at a quarter past four o’clock, 

adjourned. 


y) 
} 
| 
} 
} 
| 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, March 22, 1836. 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented two petitions 


change in the location of the Cumberland road; 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, presented the memorial 
of the grand jury of Wayne county, Michigan, 
praying for an appropriation for the erection of 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


| 
Mr. WHITE presented the petition of the | 
| heirs of Captain Richard McCarty, praying to | 
| be allowed the commutation due the deceased; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- | 
| tionary Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition and papers 
of Alexander J. Dallas, praying to be allowed the 
difference between a depreciated coin in which 
he was paid at Rio, and the current money of 


mittee on Naval Affairs. | 


Mr. BENTON, from the select committee to 
which was referred the message of the President 


another message on the subject of the northern 
boundary line of Ohio, reported a bill for the ad- 
mission of Michigan into the Union, and estab- || 
| lishing her boundaries; which was read, and | 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, frow the select committee | 
appointed to consider the message of the Presi- 
dent communicating the constitution of Arkansas, 
reported a bill providing for her admission into || 
| the Union; which was read, and ordered to a sec- | 
ond reading. 

Mr. BENTON moved that the above two bills 
be made the order of the day for Friday next. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, suggesting the absence 
of several Senators, moved that the bills be made 
the order of the day for Wednesday next. 

After some conversation between Messrs. EW- 
ING, BENTON, BUCHANAN, and CLAY- 
TON, Mr. BENTON modified his motion so as | 
to change the day to Saturday; and the question | 
being first taken on postponing the bills to Wed- 
nesday, (the longest day,) was lost—ayes 19, 
| noes 20. 
| Mr. EWING then moved to make the bills the 
order of the day for Tuesday next; and this mo- 
tion was decided in the affirmative—ayes 21, noes 
| 18. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims, to which had been submitted sev- 
eral petitions from citizens of Mississippi, com- 
| plaining of grievances and frauds practiced under 
; Indian reservation, made areport thereon; which 
| was ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTION. 
Mr. HENDRICKS submitted the following | 
resolution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
propriation to remove the obstructions trom the navigable 


| 
' 
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| waters of the Maple, Sheawassee, Flint, and Cat rivers, in 


the peninsula of Michigan. 
REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the heirs of the late Colonel John Hashtt; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills were Severally read the third 
time and passed: 

The bill making further appropriations for the 
suppression of Indian hostilities in Florida; 

Che bill for the relief of Samuel Smith, Linn 
Magee, and Semoice, friendly Creek Indians; and 

The bill for the relief of Susan Marlow. 

EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 

On motion by Mr. EWING, of Ohio, the Senate 
took up the unfinished business, being the reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. Benton to expunge a 
certain resolution from the Journal of the Senate. 

Mr. PORTER took the ground that this reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Missouri { Mr. Ben- 


| TON] was unsound, illegal, and unconstitutional, 


It was not an attempt to impair the records of 
this, but the records of a former Senate. It wasa 
momentous question, that must seriously impress 
the mind of every Senator present; and if the prin- 
ciple involved in the resolution should be carried 
out, it must place the records of the country since 
the formation of the Government atthe merey of 


| those who, from time to time, might be sent here. 
‘| The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Benron]} had 


labored to show that the resolution proposed to 
be expunged was unconstitutional. Mr. P. said 
the Constitution did not say that a record should 
be kept of the constitutional acts alone; and the 


| unconstitutional acts were guarded by it as much 


as acts that were constitutional. ‘The framers of 
the Constitution intended the records of the Sen- 
ate should be a beacon to warn, as well asa light 
to direct. It was his purpose to discuss the merits 


| of this question, which were in a small compass, 


and to leave out of view the panic makers, Bank 
of the United States, the President and all his 
glory, as subjects entirely unconnected with it. 


| Here Mr. P. quoted that clause in the Constitu- 


tion relating to the keeping of a Journal. The 
more learned people became, the more difficult 
they were of comprehension. An ordinary, plain 
man would immediately give an answer, if asked, 
what was meant by keeping a journal; but let a 
learned lawyer ora judge answer, and he will 
give you thirty-six meanings to a single word. 
His (Mr. P.’s) understanding of the words ** keep 
a Journal of the Senate,’’ was to record and pre- 
serve the proceedings of the Senate, and it had no 
other meaning, and that was the idiomatic sense 
of the term. He assimilated it to the minutes 


taken by aclerk of the proceedings of a court, 


The gentleman from Missouri: [Mr. Benton} 
had told them what the word * keep’’ did not, but 
not what it did, mean. In enlace: in Scotland, 
and even in Ireland, where they were not famed 
for the correctness of their expressions, it had 
uniformly received a meaning such as he had 
given it. If, then, the meaning of the term was to 
record and preserve their proceedings, it followed 
that the object of the gentleman’s resolution was 
to deface and obliterate them, which was dis- 
obeying that Constitution which they were sworn 
to support. And if the principle was established 
and carried out, it would place the power to ob- 
literate the Journals in the eat ofany party that 
might be in power, and might be resorted to asa 
means of revenge. The meaning of the word 
** keep’’ was regulated by the object to which it 
was applied. Keeping a house, a horse, a book, or 
a journal, had their special meanings; aod Mr. 
P. here instituted several humorous comparisons, 
illustrative of its meaning. If the thousand copies 
of the printed Journal were originals, they had 
many keepers. But he contended there was but 
one original, which was the manuscript copy, 
taken by the Secretary at his desk, The rest 
were only copies of copies, Courts had decided 
that printed copies of the journals might be re- 
ceived as evidence on grounds of convenience, 
from the necessity of the case. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had said this prac- 
tice of expunging prevailed in England for many 
years back, and that we have the authority of 
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parliamentary practice for it. He (Mr. P.) ad- 
mitted it to * the practice there, but contended 
that they had no constitutional injunction, that 
each House should keepa poner of its proceed- 
ings there, as was the case here. And if the par- 
liamentary, practice of England was deemed au- 
thority for expunging, any gentleman here could 
have what he pleased expunged, If we were to 
have English rules, he wanted them in their 
yurity. ‘The expunging there was done in person 
by the hand of the chief magistrate, or the King 
himself He hoped, if the expunging took place 
here, it would be done according to their method 
of doing it there. 

Mr. P. cited the cases of James 1. of England, 
as the first; and from that tume down it had been 
invariably done by the chief magistrate of Eng- 
land in person; and he submitted it to the honor- 
able gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Benton,} 
whether he had not better amend his resolution so 
as to have the President do the expunging him- 
self in person? It was true, he (Mr. P.) could 
not vote for it even then; but, if it was to be ex- 
punged, that mode would be following out the 
precedent. 

Mr. P. ironically described the scene of the 
President coming into the Senate Chamber, the 
address that would be delivered to him on his 
coming in, the account given of it in the Glove 
the next morning, embracing the interview be- 
tween the President and Vice President, and the 
yraise awarded to the gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. Benton | for his instrumentality in accom- 
plishing the object ofexpunging. He maintained 
that the Senate, as a legislative body, existed in 
fact but two years; and he denied the existence 
of any right or power to touch the journals of a 
body that had gone before them, whatever opin- 
ions might be entertained in regard to altering 
their own Journal, and quoted the language of 
the Constitution which used the term ** House of 
Representatives and a Senate,’ and not the Senate; 
and also adverted to the fact of the annual elec- 
tion of a portion of the Senate in support of his 
position, ‘They had, in his opinion, just as much 
right to take a leaf out of the Journal of the 
House of Representatives as out of the Senate. 

If there was any law inthis District, punishing 
asa criminal act the defacing of records, and the 
Secretary of the Senate should be prosecuted for 
it, what law could be cited in his defense? They 
would find no law to justify him. 

Mr. P. remarked that he was much exhausted, 
and gave way for a motion to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject until to-morrow, 
which was agreed to; and the Senate went into 
the consideration of other business. 





JOHN M’CARTY. 


The bill for the relief of John McCarty was 
taken up and considered as in Committee of the 


WwW hole. 


Mr. SHEPLEY moved to postpone the bill in- 
definitely; and after some remarks in opposition 
to the motion by Messrs. MOORE, KING of 
Alabama, and WHITE, and in support of it by 
Mr. SHEPLEY, the question was put; and it 
was decided in the negative—yeas 17, nays 22. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, March 22, 1836. 

Mr. DENNY moved to take up and consider 
a resolution heretofore offered by him for print- 
ing five thousand extra copies of the report of 
the Franklin Institute of Pennsylvania, on the 
subject of the bursting of steam boilers. 

The motion was objected to. 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The House proceeded to consider the motion 
made yesterday by Mr. Camprerene, from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union from the further consideration of the fol- 
lowing bill, in order to bring it before the House 
for a third reading: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the 14th section of the act enti- 


tled “ An act to incorporate the subscribers to the Bank of || institution, issuing notes of the old bank. Mr. I. 
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the United States,”’ approved Apri 10, 1816, shall be, and | 
the same is, hereby repealed. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG called for the reading 
of the section proposed to be repealed, which | 


was done, as follows: \| 


* Sec. 14. and be it further enacted, That the bills or 

notes of the said corporation originally made payable, or | 
which shall have become payable, on demand, shall be re- 
ceivable in all payments to the United States, unless other- 
wise directed by act of Congress.” 


Mr. CAMBRELENG inguired if he was at || 


liberty to state the reasons which had induced 
the Committee of Ways and Means to ask the 
Committee of the Whole to be discharged from | 
the subject? 

The CHAIR stated that the gentleman could | 


give his reasons for so moving; but that on the || 


resent motion the merits of the case could not | 
2 discussed. | 
Mr. CAMBRELENG then said that the rea- 
sons why the Committee of Ways and Means 
had instructed their chairman to make the motion 
was, that they wished the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time. In addition to that reason, he 


| 


would ask the clerk to read the following extract || 


to show what had taken place on a former occa- 
sion in relation to the same subject: 


Extract from the proceedings of the House of Representa- | 
tives on the 12th of February, 1812, as published in the Na- | 
tional Intelligencer of February 13, 1812. | 

‘* UNITED STATES BANK NOTES. 

* On motion by Mr. Bacon, the House went into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, (Mr. BuackLepGe inthe chair,) onthe 
billto repeal the 10th section of the act establishing the Bank 
of the United States. Mr. B. said the Committee of Ways | 
and Means had thought it necessary to bring forward this 
bill in consequence of a decision which had been made in | 
the circuit court of Virginia, that the notes issued by the | 
Bank of the United States are still a tender in payments to 
the collectors and other oftlicers of the United States. The | 
committee do not Know on what ground this opinion was 
given; they bad conceived that, as the limitation of the law 
had expired, no part of it could still have force. But, as 
this Opinion has been given by the ChiefJustiec ofthe United 
States, it produces great inconvenience to the officers of the 
United States, as the notes of the several branches, say 
Charleston, Savannah, New Orleans, &c., will be paid only | 
atthe branches trom which they issue.”? 

** Some irregular debate took place on the propricty of 
passing the bill atall. It was contended that, the whole 
law having expired, it was altogether unnecessary, not to | 
say improper, to pass a bill to repeal a section of that law. 
It was replied by the chairman of the Commuttee of Ways 
and Means, and others, that, as the passing of the bill would 


| prevent any turther trouble to the public officers, and it 


| do; with the present bank it was very different. 


could have no influence on anything which had heretojore 
taken place, its passage was desirable. The committee | 
rose, and the Ilouse ordered the bill toathird reading.” 
Mr. E. would only remark, for the information 
of the House, thatthe provision in the old charter 
was different in one respect to the present provi- | 
sion. It did not end as the present one does, 
*‘until otherwise ordered by act of Con-gress.’’ 
Another fact was, that the old bank had two years 
to wind up its concerns, and was going on so to | 


The CHAIR reminded the gentleman that the 


' merits of the question could not be discussed. 


unanimous one. 


Mr. INGERSOLL said he rose yesterday for 
the purpose of giving a word of explanation. 
He had understood the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means [Mr. Camsrecenc] to 
say that the instruction of the committee was a | 
He rose merely for the purpose 


| of entering his protest against that assertion. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said he did not state | 


| that he was unanimously instructed to make the 


motion. What he intended to state was, that, 
when the subject was first brought before the 


/ committee, there was some objection to it; but 


after they had the opinion of the chief justice 
on a former oceasion on the subject, he did not 
hear any decided objection to it, 

Mr. INGERSOLL reminded the honorable , 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 


| that, when the subject was first before them, he 


the language of it, so far as it was a precedent, it || 


had expressed his opinion that it would be un- 
necessary for Congress to act in the matter at all. 
It was proper, however, for him to say a word | 
in relation to the precedent. If he understood | 


was a precedent against the course now proposed | 
by the Committee of Ways and Means. He | 
could conceive of no reason for action unless the | 
one intimated yesterday by the gentleman from 

New York, [Mr. Campretene,} that the bank | 
was still, notwithstanding it had become a State 


| 
knew of no such fact; and if it had come to the 
knowledge of the gentleman from New York he 
wished to know it. 
Mr. ADAMS observed that it was the unusual 
course of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means yesterday that had induced 
him to make objection. He wished the present 
'to have the benefit of all the discussion which 
important bills were entitled to in the House; and 
he did not know that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had assigned any 
reason for taking it away from the Committee of 
the Whole. He had, to be sure, said that the 
object was to have the bill brought to a third 
reading. Every bill must do that: it was no 
reason for taking it from the Committee of the 
Whole, because it was the only place in which 
subjects of importance could be fully discussed, 


|, The Committee of the Whole was the only place 


in that House in which subjects could be fully 
| considered; and every other mode of proceeding 
| should either be by unanimous consent, or for 
| some good reason; and it appeared to him that 
| a worse reason than thatthe bill should be brought 
to a third reading, could hardly have been given. 
He knew of no reason why the bill should pass 
at all, and he was wholly unprepared to discuss 
it. It was totally unexpected to him; and he con- 
| fessed that it was with some distrust that he had 
_ objected to it. It might be to discredit the paper 
| of the United States Bank, or a continuation of 
| the war on the Bank of the United States. He 
hoped, however, that war was at an end—he did 
| not like stabs upon dead bodies. If that was the 

intention, he hoped they might have an oppor- 

tunity for full deliberesiow upon the subject in 
‘that House. No reason had been assigned for 
discrediting the bills of the United States Bank. 
He believed their credit was of great advantage to 
| the people of the country. They were the only 

currency existing that had full and complete 
credit; they were better than gold and silver—the 
best of all currencies. Well, sir, what was the 
necessity of passing an act of Congress discred- 
iting those bills? Was Congress going to do all 
in its power to discredit the bills of that bank, to 
act out its little spite against that institution? He 
| deemed it the duty of Congress rather to keep up 
the eredit of the bank as much as possible, be- 
cause there were yet seven millions of the money 
of the people in that institution. 

The CHAIR remarked that the merits of the 
question were not open for discussion. 

Mr. A. observed that he only mentioned those 
things to show the importance of the subject and 
| the great necessity for keeping it in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. He did not know but that, 
when the subject came up, the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means might find sub- 
stantial reasons for the passage of the bill, but 
| he did not think that the paper the gentleman had 
| read was any good reason; for, as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania had observed, it was against 
the course the gentleman was pursuing. He 
hoped, therefore, the House would adhere, not 
_ to the motion of the gentleman from New York, 
| but to the precedent he had produced. 

Mr. PATTON said the present was merely a 
question of time and of form. As to the question 
|of time, it was simply whether they should pro- 
ceed at once and in a way to enable the House to 
come toa speedy conclusion, or whether they 
should adhere to the forms of legislation which 
were prescribed; which, perhaps, would detain 
the question from being decided for three or four 
weeks. He, for one, was not disposed to dis- 
pense with those forms to precipitate and hurry 
legislation on that or any other subject, unless 
_some good reasons could be shown for so doing; 
and therefore, although he did not know that he 
should object to the passage of the bill, yet he 
| had soe no good reason for hurry in the matter. 
' Were not the notes of that bank as good and as 
safe as the notes of any bank? Was any gong 
to be apprehended of the country suffering by 


|, postponing the subject three or four wecks? He 


could see no reason why the usual forms of pro- 
ceeding should be dispensed with; and he thought 
they ought not to be deprived of an opportunity 
_of discussing the present question, unless there 
| Was some good reason for dispensing with the 
| usual forms. 
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Mr. BROWN said, if the fourteenth section of 
the act which makes the bills of the Bank of the 
United States receivable in payment of debts due 
to the Government, be inoperative since the 4th 
of March, as had been intimated, he was ataloss 
to know why the present motion should be re- 
sisted. The bill to repeal that seegon had been 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and, unless it could be brought 
back into the House, there was no prospect of 
reaching it until near the close of the session. 
‘There was a special rule making all the appropri- 
ation bills the special order for every day in the 
week, except Fridays and Saturdays those days 
were appropriated to the consideration of private 
business. He repeated, therefore, that if this bill 
remained in committee it could not be reached 
until near the close of the session. During all 
this time, the bills of the bank would have a de- 
cided preference over the bills of every other 
institution in the country. In payments to the 
Government, they were equivalent to stlver and 
gold. He was unwilling the bank should have 
this advantage one moment longer. He denied 
that the effect of the bill would be to discredit the 
notes of the bank. Its effect would be to place 
them upen an equality with the paper of every 
other banking institution in the country, and 
nothing more. But if such should be its effect, 
he, for one, would gladly give his assent to it. A 
bank, such as that of the United States, renewed 
as it had been by the State Legislature after its 
condemnation had been repeatedly pronounced by 
the people, was not entitled to any favor from 
this Government, and should receive none from 
him. At a meeting of the stockholders of the 
bank the other day in Philadelphia, the President, 
Mr. Biddle, enumerated, amongst the advantages 
which the new institution enjoyed over the old, 
‘its total separation from all the officers of the 
General Government, au unnatural connection, 
beneficial neither to the bank nor Government.”’ 
He would hold him to his word, and annihilate 
whatever remained ofthis unnatural, and he might 
add, odious connection. : 

Here the SPEAKER called Mr. B. to order, 


Stating that he could not, upon a motion to dis- | 


charge the committee, go into the merits of the 
bill which was the subject of the motion. 

Mr. BROWN said he would not draw the 
merits of the bill in controversy, as he did not 
wish to transgress the rules of order. He had 
been led to say this much in answer to some 
observations which had fallen from honorable 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House. He 
believed it had become essential to the best inter- 
ests and to the dignity of the country that the 
14th section of the bank charter should be in- 
stantly repealed; and with a view to a distinct 
and open expression of the opinions of honorable 
members, he concluded by demanding the yeas 
and nays upon the question. 

The yeas and nays were thereupon ordered. 


Mr. LANE said, he had taken the floor for | 
the purpose of giving a single reason why he | 


should vote for the motion. The gentlemen from 
Massachusetts [Mr, Apams] has pronounced the 
Bank of the United States dead, and that he was 
opposed to treading upon its dead body. In this 
Mr. L. agreed with the honorable gentleman, and 
rejoiced at the result; and, in order to relieve that 
gentleman, he would vote for its burial with all 


| tion of expediency entirely, and would require 
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deliberate consideration; and the Committee of 
the Whole was the place where all questions of 
importance ought to be discussed, and where a 
free discussion could not be cut off by the opera- 
tion of the gag law. It was a que stion of expe- 
diency whether the ot the Bank of the 
United States should be discredited or not; and 
for his part, when the question came up, he 
would say it was entirely inexpedient, because he 
believed that no better currency could be procured. 

The CHAIR remarked, that this discussion 
would be in order when the main question came | 
up, but was not now in order, 

Mr. McKENNAN only threw out these sug- 
gestions to show the importance of the bill, and 
to show that it ought to remain in the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. SPEIGHT would say, that, so far as he 
was concerned, gentemen might have fulloppor- | 
tunity of discussion without the application of 
the previous question. ‘The House had, how- 
ever, passed a resolution making the appropria- 
tion bills the special order for every day, except 
private bill days; and, judging from what had 
passed, the greater part of the session would be 
taken up by the discussion of those bills; so that 
there would be no opportunity for getting up the 
present subject in Committee of the Whole. By 
the first of June, too, he hoped the majority of 
that House would be turning their faces home- 
wards. Another reason whi the bill should be 
passed was, that the bank was literally dead, yet 
its notes are a lawful tender to the Government 
for all payments thereto. It cannot make loans 


notes 


on individuals, but still, by the law proposed to | 


be repealed, it is the only bank in the country 


| whose bills are a legal tender for payments to the 


Treasury. He conceived the merits of the bill 


| could be as well discussed in the House as in the 


| had passed, that they would not be able to dis- | 


due expedition and ceremony. It is objected that | 
no reason has been given for the motion: to this | 


itis a sufficient reply, that no reason has been 
given against it. 

Mr. McKENNAN understood that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, who reported the 
bill, originally moved to refer it to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and that 
they now moved to discharge that committee from 
the subject, and bring it directly before the House. 
He asked, as the gentleman from Massachusetts 


Mr. Avams] and the gentleman from Virginia | 


Mr. Parton] had done, what were the pressin 
reasons for immediate action on that bill? Ha 


anything occurred, since the bill was reported and |, 


| 
} 
} 
j 


referred to the Committee of the Whole, which | 


would make it necessary for the House to act on 
the subject? The chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means had given no reason why the 
Lill should be hurried through. It was a ques- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


| 


If 


| Whole. 





committee; and it is presumed, judging from what 


cuss it in committee during the present session. 
He hoped it would be speedily brought before the 
House and passed. 


Mr. DENNY expected to be enlightened when | 
the gentleman from Indiana rose to address the | 
House, particularly as the chairman of the Com- | 
mittee of Waysand Means had given no reasons | 


for the motion which he had made in reference to 


a matter of so much importance. The gentleman | 
from Indiana had, however, wisely taken his seat 


and left them in the dark. 
The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 


Speient| had come to theaid of his friends. Mr. | 


D. proceeded to reply to the remarks of the last 


gentleman, in reference to the propriety of bring- | 
ing the present measure before the House, and | 
hastening its decision by means of the previous 


question, 


The bill was pai on the 16th of February, 
|| previous to whic 
| more importance, were reported by the same com- 


1 time other bills, perhaps of 


mittee and referredto the Committee of the Whole; 
and the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


| Means had permitted them to slumber without | 


attempting to call them up, or to make a motion 


| similar to the present, to take them out of com- 


mittee. He(Mr. D.) was opposed to a departure 


from the usual course, unless for special reasons. || 
| Had the Secretary of the Treasury demanded that 
_ this bill should be put in asituation to be hurried | 
Had this course been re- | 
Was the com- | 
mittee afraid of a full and free discussion of the | 
| subject? For his part, he desired that allthelight | 
| which could be shed on the subject should be sent | 
| out to the country. If gentleman did not wish to | 


through the House? 
quired from any other quarter? 


shrink from discussion, they would permit the bill 


of these bank notes? The law chartering the bank 
had expired. The notes of the institution, credited 
as they were by the legislation of the country, 


/had gone abroad. They were in the pockets of 


individuals at a distance, who desired to give 
them in exchange forthe public lands, &c. It was 
now proposed to discredit them, by authorizing 
the receivers of the customs and land effices not 
to receive them in payment of public dues. This 
course, if adopted, would compel many of the 


honest holders of the notes to dispose of them at 


ii 


Government. 











a considerable discount to a broker or to a Goy- 
ernment agent, in order to pay his debt to the 
He was opposed to such a course, 

The passage of the bill would operate decep- 
tively. These potes were redeemed in specie, 
when demanded. ‘They were at par. (The Gov- 
ernment had nothing to fear by continuing to re- 
ceive them. If, as had been intimated, other 
subjects should come up in connection with this 
bill, it would form an additional reason for a full 
and free discussionin committee. Fle, therefore, 
hoped that the House would permit this bill te 
take the usual course, and that the motion to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole would not 
prevail. 

Mr. JUDSON said the proposition from the 
Committee of Ways and Means under immediate 
discussion was to take a bill, now before the 
Committee of the Whole, and bring it before the 
House, to aceclerate action upon it, The four- 
teenth section of the act creating the Bank of the 
United States made the bills of that bank a law- 
ful tender to the Government. ‘This, in its cm 


‘nature, was an odious monopoly, against whic 


the people had long since passed their decisive 
judgment. There were some who claimed that, 
although the bank itself had expired, and ceased 
to exist on the 4th of March last, yet this right 
pertained to this bank; and the bills might here- 
after, by virtue of this clause, still continue to be 
what they were before the expiration of the bank. 
The object of this bill was to repeal that four- 
teenth section, and settle the question. He was 
in favor of the motion, and desired to see the 
business of that House progress: it was due to 
the interest of the country. Did gentlemen de- 
sire to continue a useless debate upon mere first 
principles, whether such an odious monopoly as was 
here claimed should longer exist in a free country, 
where the principles of legislation should be pre- 


‘served on equal terms? Gentlemen say that the 


previous question may be applied, and cut off 
discussion. He did not say, that he should call 
that question, but he did say, that the people of 
this country would always justify the application 
of that rule, when useless and unimportant debate 
was carried on for the mere purpose of prevent- 
ing the transaction of the public business. When- 
ever that became the case, he would always be 
ready to do the business of the House, instead 
of wasting its time. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said, he was very sorry 
that the ghost of the Bank of the United States 
had been exhibited here in any shape, for he had 
observed, while he had had the honor of a seat 
here, that the old lady could not be introduced 
here in any form without ruffling the temper of 
honorable gentlemen; but he saw noe good reason 
for much sensibility on account of the motion now 
under consideration. According to the charter 
of the Bank of the United States, the bills of the 
bank were a lawful tender for the debts due to 
your Government. Your revenue collectors, and 


| your public land receivers, were obliged to aec- 


cept them. The bank was dead, and we had 
heard that there had been a judicial decision which 


| rendered it at least doubtful whether the bills of 


this bank, after it had become a dead body, were 
not stilla lawful tender for the debts due the Gov- 
ernment. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Incerso.t,] who was also a member of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, had told us 
that he did not believe that the bills of the Bank 
of the United States continued to be a lawful 
tender; that the bank bad not claimed it; and he 
did not suppose that it would ever pretend that 
its bills were such tender. If so, then certainly 
no mischief could’ result from the motion to take 


é | this bill out of the Committee of the Whole on 
to remain where it was In Committee of the || 
What, he would ask, was the situation | 


the state of the Union. The bank could not be 
ea and it was not necessary to keep the 

ill in Committee of the Whole for the purpose 
of debate. As there seemed to be no doubt as to 
the construction of the charter, a declaratory sec- 
tion was necessary, and he hoped the motion 
would prevail. 

Mr. WISE said the question arising under the 
present motion was not as to what mischief would 
result from its rejection, but what possible good 
would be secured by its adoption. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Camsnre- 
LENG] had the honor of starting a doubt whether 
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the charter of a bank operated after the expiration | 


of its term. 


from Indiana [Mr. Lane] might bury the ** mon- | 


ster.’’ He could, therefore, see no necessity for 
speedy action on this bill. He adverted to the 
unsettled state of the currency, and avowed that 
even the Secretary of the Treasury did not know 
what kind of money would be received in pay- 
ment of the public lands. He applied to that 
officer for information on the subject. The See- 
retary, he repeated, could tei! nim nothing about 
it, and had referred him to the receivers for in- 
formation. Mr. W. remarked, in conclusion, 
that there was an object, and but one object, for 
the repeal of this fourteenth section, and that 
was to array the Government on the side of one 
set of bank capitalists. ‘The question 
along been kept up by different and conflicting 
banking interests. 

Mr. SMITH, of Maine, said, the proposition 
before the House was one of simple expediency. 
Is it, or is it not, expedient for the House to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union from the further consideration of the 
bill to repeal the 14th section of the bank charter? 
The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Dewny,] who last addressed the House, 
thinks it is not expedient; and assigns certain 
reasons which are, to his mind, no doubt entirely 
satisfactory for this conclusion. ‘The gentleman 
from Virginia {[Mr. Wise] also thinks it is not ex- 
pedient; and assigns for a reason, as does another 
gentleman from Pennsylvania over the way, [ Mr. 
McKewnan,| that if the subject be brought before 
the House the previous question will be applied, 
and a protracted discussion of the subject as in 
Committee of the Whole will be cut off. ‘This 
is probably the most important reason that influ- 
ences gentiemen in o position to the proposition 
before the House. Why. sir, the previous ques- 
tion can only be applied when a majority of the 
House shall think it necessary and expedient to 
bring the subject to a decision. And all whoare 
opposed to the application of the previous ques- 
tion, or of placing the bill in question before the 
House, are unwilling to confide in the judgment 
and discretion of a majority of the House in rela- 
tion to the order and disposition of business 
before the House. ‘To those gentlemen whoare 


had all | 


disposed to distrust the judgment and discretion | 


of the House—I mean of the majority—in relation 
to the arrangement and disposition of the business 
before us—to as many as are opposed to the ap- 


plication of the previous question to a subject, | 


when in the opinion of a majority such applica- 
tion becomes necessary to the dispatch of busi- 
ness, the reasons of the gentlemen from Virginia 
and Pennsylvania must be satisfactory. But, sir, 
no person having confidence in the good sense, 
jadgment, and discretion of a majority to control 
properly the business before the House, can be 
deterred, by any apprehension of the previous 


question, from giving his support to the proposi- | 


tion to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from the further consideration of the bill, in order 
to bring the bill directly within the reach of the 
House. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Denny] 
wants light upon this proposition—he wants rea- 
sons for it. What to his mind may seem to be 
light, or a sufficient reason for the measure, may 
not be so to another mind; and what to another 
mind may be light, or reason, may not be so to 
his. But, sir, to my mind, there are sufficient 


There could be no doubt upon the | 
subject. The bank was dead, and the gentleman | 
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Another reason, in support of the expediency | 


of bringing the bill out of the committee, is de- 


rived from the fact, that the charter of the Bank of | 


the United States expired, for most of the pur- 
poses of its creation, some eighteen or twenty 
days since, and this bill, relating to the operation 
of that charter, remains undisposed of. ‘The bill 
was reported to the House seasonably, before the 


| expiration of the bank charter, to have been acted 


reasons in support of the proposition of the Com- || 


mittee of Ways and Means, and in favor of the 
expediency of discharging the Committee of the 
Whole from further action upon the repealing 
bill. 


it was reported to the House, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole, and such has been its 
position before that committee as not to have been 
reached at all during the whole period. Such has 


It is expedient to bring the bill out of com- | 
mittee, because thirty-four days have elapsed since | 


been the arrangement of the business before the | 


committee, it has been, and still is, impossible to 
reach the bill there for action, or to have it taken 
up. This, sir, to my mind, is one good and suf- 


ficient reason for the proposition now before the |, nw 
be considered. The expediency of bringing the 
subject before the House at once is the simple | 


House, and for a change of the position of the 
bill. 


upon, if the arrangement of the business before 
the Committee of the Whole had been such as 
to have admitted of the bill being taken up; but 
itis well known that it has been impossible to 
reach the bill there. 


proposition now to be considered. I am satisfied, 
for one, on this question of expediency, and for 
the reasons stated. If, after discussion of the 


subject in the House, the previous question shall 
| be desired, and there shall be evidence enough to 


my mind to support its expediency, as on the 


| present question, then, sir, I will vote for the 


The order of the House, giving precedence to | 
the principal appropriation bills on every day at | 


one o’clock, is another reason in support of the 
expediency of the proposition before the House. 
This debate which has already taken place, and 
is still pending on one of the appropriation bills, 
(the navy appropriation,) and the debate that is 
yet to take place, judging from what has passed, 
on that and each of the other appropriation bills, 
shut out all prospect of reaching this bill, rela- 
ting to the bank charter, for weeks and weeks to 


come, if itis to remain in the Committee of the | 


Whole on the state of the Union, where it now 
Unless the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of tt, and it be brought 
within the range and control of the House, no 
one can tell when it will come up for considera- 
tion. ‘This, sir, to my mind, is a substantial 
reason for the measure proposed by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 


is. 


Avain: doubts existin the community relative to 


the character of the 14th section of the bank char- 
ter proposed to be repealed. 
man from Virginia |Mr. Wise] says no doubts 
exist upon this subject—that the friends of the 
bank do not consider the 14th section as longer 
operative; but, sir, before the gentleman con- 
cluded his remarks, he informed the House, that 
the Secretary of the Treasury himself was unable 
to tell whether the bills of the Bank of the United 
States are orare not receivable in payment of the 
public lands. One would think that this fact was 
evidence enouch of existing doubts in relation to 
the 14th section of the charter. Itis true again, 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, { Mr. 
InceRSOLL.} who is also a member of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, is quoted for the 


opinion, that the 14th section of the bank charter, | 


making the United States Bank bills a tender in 


payment of the demands of the Government, ts 


no longer im foree—that it expired with the bank 
charter. 

But another gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who last addressed the House, [Mr. Denny,] en- 
tertains the opposite epinion, and thinks the sec- 
tion still to be in force, and offers, as a reason 
against the repeal of the charter, that many citi- 
zens have at this time pockets-full of the United 
States Bank money wherewith to make payments 
to the Government for public lands. Now, sir, 
I think we have evidence enough before us that 
doubts do actually exist in the community, and 
serious doubts, too, as to the force and operation 
of the section of the bank charter proposed to be 
repealed. ‘Two opinions are evidently abroad 
upon the subject; and these adverse opinions, to 
my mind, constitute the best reasons for an early 
action of the House upon the subject; they are 
substantial reasons in support of the expediency 
of the measure proposed; they are reasons for the 
earliest possible action of the House, which can- 
not be had unless the bill be brought out of the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Sir, the proposition is to bring the bill before 
the House for examination and discussion; not to 
apply to it the previous question without exam- 
ination. My object is to take it from a position 
where it cannot be examined or discussed for 


weeks to come, and place it within the range of | 


the House for examination and discussion at 
once, 


the House, the House, or a majority 


If, after discussion to the satisfaction of | 
of the 


House, in the exercise of their discretion, shall | 


previous question. 

Mr. REEDremarked thatthe gentleman last up, 
had inquired if they could not trust the majority ? 
Most assuredly; but at the same time he was in 
favor of pursuing the forms adopted by the ma- 
jority for disposing of the public business, which 
were to consider, 1n the first instance, particular 
measures in the Committee of the Whole. This 
course was due to the majority itself, in order to 
guard against hasty and inconsiderate action on 
questions involving difficult points. He admitted 
that there was much useless debate in that body; 


| bet he could see no reason in this instance for 


li is true the gentle- | 


u°varting from the rules and usages of the House, 
and he was opposed to discharging the Commit- 
tee of the Whole from the bill under considera- 
tion. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said that a single 
reason operated with him to favor the motion, to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and bring this bill into the 
House, and toa prompt decision. This reason 
had not, he believed, been alluded to by gentle- 
men. The charter of the bank has expired, but 
it is too well known that it had run into a State 
bank by the power of one of the Sates of this 
Union. It had ‘*inherited,’’ to use the language 
of the high priest of its oracle, ‘* the circulation 
of its noble progenitor.’’ Now, if this 14th sec- 
tion of its charter, making the notes of what was 
the Bank of the United States receivable in all 
payments to the United States, is now operative 


| as the law of the land, (and Mr. M. said, what- 


ever other gentlemen might think on this point, 
for himself he had very little doubt,) then it 
would happen that in virtue of this ** inheritance,’”” 
the United States Bank of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania would have preference over all the other 
State banks of the several States of the Union, 
and that, too, by the laws ofthe Union. Are gen- 


' tlemen, friends of the Bank of the United States, 


prepared to prefer by our laws one State bank 
over all others, and those of their own States? 
And for what reason? I trust, sir, that by ** in- 
heritance’’ the Bank of the United States of the 
State of Pennsylvania is not to obtain an advan- 
tage over all other banks in the credit and cur- 
rency of its old notes, used by this inheritance, 
Why should the Government receive the notes 
of this bank, merely because of its name, which 


_ now indicates anything else than truth ? 


Mr. M. had intimated his opinion, or rather 
fear, that this 14th section, making the notes of 
the bank receivable by the United States, had not 


| expired with the general attributes of the corpora- 
| tion. This was grounded upon the doctrine, ex- 
| pressed by a maxim in the quaint language of Lord 


they 


Coke, ** that corporations have no souls; albeit 
have immortality.’” They do not die so 
easily as gentlemen imagine in respect to all 
their attributes. Other clauses of the charter are 
now operative by their own terms; they have 
not expired. This 14th section is in general terms. 
If a citizen had held the notes of the bank in good 
faith on the 3d of March, and had offered them 
in payment of the revenue on the 5th, will it be 
contended that the Government would not have 


_ been bound to receive them, although the bank 


might have failed in the mean time? Mr. M. said 
he presumed not. 

Mr. HAWES said that, whenever any propo- 
sition came up which looked to expediting the 
public business, there were certain gentlemen 


| who uniformly opposed it; and the same persons 


| were always the 


desire the previous question, then adifferent prop- | 


osition from the present one will be presented. | 
The expediency of the previous question will then | 


} 
j 


1} 
i 


rst to charge others with neg- 
lecting the necessary business of the country and 
of lengthening the session. They were yesterday 
told, that the majority would be held responsible 
to the country for the action, or the want of 
action, on the part of the House; and upon the 
present occasion the party friends of the gentle- 
man who made the remark to which he referred 
were the very same who had again interposed to 
prevent the dispatch of the business of the ses- 
sion. 








1836. 


If, as had been admitted by the friends of the 
bank, the operation of this fourteenth section of 
its charter had ceased and expired on the 4th of 
March, why should any person object to its re- 

al? Therecould be none. There were doubts 
on the subject. As a Kentuckian, he felt bound 
to urge the repeal of this section, He would never 
consent to give privileges and immunities to a | 
State bank of Pennsylvania which were not pos- 
sessed by the banks in his own State. 

Gentlemen were afraid of the previous ques- 
tion. He had moved it, and would again, if by 
so doing he could facilitate the transaction of the 

ublic business. 

Mr. BOND made a few remarks, which were 
mostly inaudible to the reporter. He was under- 
stood to contend that, as the majority made its 
own rules of proceeding, the minority were not 
justly chargeable for any delay in the dispatch of 
the business of the House. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, obtained the 
floor; but, the hour of one having arrived, the | 
Chair announced the special order. | 

Mr. RIPLEY moved to suspend the rule for 
the purpose of proceeding with the consideration 
of the subject before the House; which was nega- 
tived without a count. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House, 
pursuant to the special order of the 26th January, 
then resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hamer 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill making appropriations for the naval ser- | 
vice of the United States for the year 1836. 

The question pending was the motion by Mr. 
Bett, to strike out the following item of the bill: 

For improvements and necessary repairs of the navy-yard 

at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, $67,000. 











Mr. BELL resumed his remarks. He adverted , 


to the sketch of his remarks which appeared in | 
the National Intelligencer the other day, in which | 
he was represented to have ‘‘ridiculed”’ the special | 
message of the President. He had neither done 
so, nor intended to do so; he had only remarked | 
on the inconsistency of certain portions of that | 
document. He still avowed himself a supporter 
of all the prominent and legitimate measures of 
the Administration, and all the early principles 
of the party that supported the present Chief 
Magistrate. He had never departed from them, 
nor ever should. This declaration he again re- 
iterated. 

Mr. B. then adverted to the mode of caucus or 
convention nominations, which he held to be 
synonymous, the tendency of which was, and 


always had been, to defeat the free will of the |! 


people. Hostility to these was one of the early 
principles of the present party. Vow, all who 
did not subscribe to the absolute acquiescence of 
these caucus nominations—such a one, for ex- 
ample, as was held a few months ago in Balti- 
more—were held up and hunted down as enemies 
to the Democracy, anti-Jackson men, &c. With 
regard to the prevention of an election by the 
House of Representatives, the party now in power 
had tayariauly evaded the recommendations of 
the President. He recurred to the 
electing the Vice President of the United States 
to the presidency. This was at first an early 

rinciple of the Government, but it was soon 

eparted from. Then it was thought the office 
of the Secretary of State was the line of succes- 


sion. No party opposed this practice with more | 


vehemence, especially in the case of Mr. Clay, 
then the present party in power. 


same reasons exist at this moment? Was it 


necessary to show how the present party had | 


disregarded and abandoned all their former decla- 
rations on this subject?) Where was their con- 
sistency—where their adherence to principle? 

In the canvass immediately preceding the pres- 
ent Administration, it was thought indispensable 
to preserve the purity of the press, and to keep it 
disconnected with the executive branch of the 
Government. Then the disbursement of $30,000 


by the Secretary of State, for printing and pub- | 


lishing the laws of the United States, was thought 
enough to corrupt the whole press of the country 
in a most dangerous and alarming degree. He 
recurred to the resolution of Mr. Sanders, of 
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These positions Mr. B. set about to prove by 
the absence of any executive calls for those vigor- 
ous and speedy measures which the alleged exi- 
gency would have required, between the 3d of 
March, 1834, and the 26th of January, 1836, and 
the absence of any movements to that end by the 
party in power in the House, He recited sundry 
remarks during the present session by Messrs. 
CamBrecenc, Apams, Masox, and Mirren, in 
relation to this point, and commented thereon at 
some length, referring also to the denunciations 
upon the character of the French King and peeple 
in the leading administration presses of the coun- 
try. If, then, war had been apprehended by the 
party in power, they were guilty of gross negli- 
gence, for the country was in the most defenseless 
state, and no one solitary measure taken for its 
improvement in that respect. If war was really 
conte;aplated, those having the charge of that 
branch of the public service must have been either 
ina state of lunacy or guilty of treachery, neither 
of which was the case. Therefore war was never 
anticipated, What was the condition of our 
maritime frontier? Men of the highest military 
skill in the country were of opinion that three 
French frigates, with an equipment of only five 
thousand men, ably commanded, could have laid 
any city on the coast of the United States under 
contribution, and could have captured the whole 
of the public property, including every ship on the 
stocks, in every navy-yard of the United States. 
Nay, more, a single French frigate could have 
sailed up the Potomac with impunity, and not 
only have possessed itself of our navy-yard here 
and allits contents, but have battered down the 

walls of the Capitol itself. In this state of the 
public defenses, could it be possible that a war 
with France was contemplated ? 

Another fact in proof of this point was derived 
from the cireumstance that the appropriation bill, 
embodying the items for the diplomatic expenses 
of the Government, was reported at an early day 
of the session, and contained the usual annual 
appropriation for a minister's salary and outfit to 
I'rance,—not omitted, not in blank, as might 
have been expected, if a war with that nation had 
been apprehended. The course of the House in 
setting aside the proposed Navy appropriation 
for the discussion of a resolution which never 
proposed an act of legislation, was another proof 

_ that war was never anticipated. He believed at 
the time, there would be no war, and he believed 
the party were in possession of some indirect in- 
formation, although of a positive character, either 
that the Irrench Government would not insist 
upon an apology, or that the message of the Pres- 
ident would be satisfactory, or that the media- 
tion of another Power would be tendered and 
aces pted. 

He did not censure the Chief Executive only 
for the negleet of the public defenses of the coun- 
iry. His lieutenants, the heads of Departments 
and bureaus, should share some of it. ‘There had 
been gross neglect in all the Departments. The 
charge attached to the whole corps, though not to 

individuals of it. Nor was the charge of neglect 

and abuse confined to the War Department. It 
extended equally, if not in a greater degree, 
through the civil Departments, and he need only 
to refer to the present condition of the Land Of- 
fice, the Indian Department, and the Post Office. 
This arose, not so much from the organization of 
those Departments, as from the incompetency and 
utter incapability of most of those appointed to 
the offices. This was the cause, and the only 
remedy was the removal of the oflicers—the in- 
competent agents. The system, too, was so 
managed and contrived that the responsibility was 
thrown entirely upon the President. The name 
and popularity of General Jackson were made the 
shield and buckler for every abuse and enormity 
of the officers of the Government, from the head 
of a Department down to an Indianagent. The 
moment an abuse was touched, it was held up as 

a direct attack upon the President—as bringing in 
uestion the honor or integrity of the hero of New 
Orleans! Nor was this all. Even the secret re- 
cesses of the most intimate domestic relations 

| were pryed into, for the purpose of searching for 

‘something to hunt down those who attacked 

abuses. He thanked his God, however, that 
| such things could not long exist in a free Govern- 


North Carolina, and the debate that ensued there- 
upon. One of the most obnoxious acts of the 
President in Tennessee was taking away the 
privilege of publishing the laws, and giving it to 
the Nashville Republican. Lately the Secretary 
of State had taken it away from the Nashville 
Republican, and given it to a partisan newspaper 
in the same town, (the Union,) a paper of the 
highest partisan cast, possessing not a quarter, 
certainly not one half the circulation of the for- 
mer. Besides this, the amount of Executive 
patronage upon the press, both in this city and 
elsewhere, had enormously increased. 

Mr. B. then referred to the vast increase of 
power and influence in the Executive resulting 
from the present mode of keeping and distributing 
the public deposits, indirectly wielded through 
the agency of an individual who was said to re- 
side in this city, (Mr. Whitney,) by which mil- 
lions were gratuitously used tocorrupt the people 
in their elections. He called the attention of the 
House to the indisposition of the party there to 
act on any subject embracing, or having the ef- 
fect of curtailing, executive patronage; and gave 

'a detail of the course pursued there during the 
present session, when a bill for that purpose came 
from the Senate. That bill now slept the sleep 
of death. It was a measure in unison with the 
principles of the party that brought General Jack- 
/son into power; whereas now a distinguished 
Senator, who advocated it, had been assailed and 
' denounced for his course on that occasion. The 
Senate of the United States had now become a 
body yielding to the principle of passive obe- 
dience and non-resistance to executive author- 
ity. A profound regard to the rights of the States 
was professed and avowed by the original Jack- 
son party. Need he recur to recent interferences 
in the election of Senators, and with the pro- 
ceedings of State Legislatures ? 

An opposition to works of internal improve- 
ment was one of the principles of the original 
Jackson party. To show the departure from this, 
he cited the various appropriations for such ob- 
jects from 1830 upwards, showing a gradual in- 
crease from year to year. In 1830, there was 
appropriated for the improvement of harbors, 
rivers, and breakwaters, the sum of $367,000; 
and for the surveys of roads and certain works 
of internal improvement, $158,000; for the pres- 
ent year, there were proposed to be appropriated 

' by standing committees of the House, organized 
| to carry out the will of the majority, for the first 
object, $876,000, and for the second, $1,090,000. 
He then called the attention of the committee 
to what he considered the most exceptionable 
| principle of the party in power, the practice of 
governing the country and sustaining party as- 
cendency by an artful system of popular delusion 
and excitement, by treating the people more like 
children than as men. He referred to the delu- 
sion about the gold and silver currency, the ‘*ex- 
punging,’’ which was not so much mtended to 
vindicate the character of the President of the 
United States as to change the political character 
of the Senate of the United States. But the great 
| opic of the last year was the late French war, 
which had been got up as one of the topics of 
public excitement. He adverted to a paragraph 
relative to himself in the Globe of the 28th of 
January, to show that this was the design of the 
French war, and that his course had been directly 
misrepresented. It was false that he had opposed 
appropriations for putting the country in a state 
of defense; and, after quoting sundry other para- 
raphs and reading some passages from Governor 
helby’s address, Mr. B. said he was prepared 
to demonstrate what he then affirmed—in the first | 
place, that either there neyer was any danger of 
'a war with France, or, if there was, the public 
| functionaries of this country had been guilty of 
the most gross and culpable neglect of their pub- 
‘lic duties; and he should furthermore undertake 
to state and demonstrate that, if at any period 
during the preceding year, there existed danger of 
' a war with France, ther had the gentleman from 
New York, who was at the head of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, [Mr. Camprerena,} and 
|| those with whom he acted out of that House, the 
_ leaders of the party, paltered with the hono> and 
| safety of the country. Either alternative, either 
‘| horn of the dilemma, might be selected by them. | 
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ment, for no Government where they did exist | 
could long be free. 

Without concluding, Mr. B. gave way to Mr. 
FORESTER, on whose motion the committee | 
rose, and having reported progress, 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the House ad- | 
journed. 


} 
IN SENATE. | 
Wepnespay, March 23, 1836. | 

Mr. GRUNDY presented a memorial from a | 
committee appointed by the clerks of the Execu- | 
tive Departments of the General Government, 
praying for a gene ral increase of their compensa- 
tion; also, a memorial on the same subject, signed 
by several individual clerks, accompanied with 
estimates; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. GRUNDY gave notice that he would to- | 
morrow ask leave to bring ina bill to authorize 
contracts for carrying the mails and public prop- 
erty on railroads, 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented the petition 
of sundry citizens of Ohio, protesting against any 
change in the location of the Cumberland road; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
the custom-house officers of Philadelphia, pray- 
ing for an increase of their salaries; also, a recom- 
mendation of such increase, signed by a great 
number of the importing merchants of said city; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of Archi- 
bald W. Hamilton, of New York, praying that a 
law may be passed, authorizing the settlement of 
his accounts on the principles of equity; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS presente d the resolutions of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts on the subject of 
the unsettled controversy with Great Britain rela- 
tive to the northeastern boundary, asking that 
measures may be taken by the Government of the 
United Ststes for the speedy settlement of the 
controversy, or that an agent may be appointed 
on the part of the United States to reside on the 
disputed territory, and prevent trespassers and 
waste of timber: and, after some remarks from 
Messrs. DAVIS and SHEPLEY, on motion by 
Mr. CLAY, the resolutions were laid on the table | 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALKER presented three sets of resolu- | 
tions adopted by the Legislature of the State of 
Mississippi: the two first on the subject of estab- 
lishing new post routes in that State; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads: and the last, instructing their Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress to en- 
deavor to obtain the passage of a law to establish 
a military depot at Columbus, on the Tombigbee 
river; Which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution introduced by Mr. Benton, to expunge 
acertain resolution from the Journal ofthe Senate. 

Mr. PORTER further illustrated his position 
assumed yesterday, that the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings kept by the Secretary was strictly the 
only Journal; and made some further allusions to 
decisions of courts in relation to printed copics 
being received in evidence. He contended that, 
if the Clerk did not record their proceedings, they 
would have no Journal in accordance with the 
constitutional injunction to keep a Journal of their 
proceedings. THe also maintained that the ex- 
punging of the proceedings in 1806, cited by the 
gentieman from Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] was 
not at all applicable, and argued that the minutes 
of the Secretary did not become the Journal of 
the Senate until they were read by him the next 
morning under the sanction of the Senate. Inthe 
case cited, the proceedings were expunged on the 
same day they were minuted down by the Secre- 
tary, and had not yet received the sanction of the 


Senate. Heargued, from analogy, that courts have 


pone over their records at each day, up to the 
ast day of their term, to correct clerieal errors, 


and therefore the Senate for that purpose had a 
similar power up to the last day of the session. 


The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Benton] | 
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had said the gentlemen in the opposition could 





wished to gain popularity, they would never have 


not shelter themselves under a plea that there was || touched the oe of the United States Bank, for 


no wrong or criminal motive imputed to the Pres- 
ident by their resolution charging him with acting 
in derogation of the Constitutionand laws. As for 
himself, (Mr. P.,) he never for one moment in- 
tended in the vote he gave on that resolution to 
ascribe to the Presidenta false or a bad motive; but 
believed he (the President) had done it under the 


influence of strong passions, wrought up by others || 


less pure than himself, and that he nodoubt thought 
he was doing right. He (Mr. r had deemed it 
of the highest importance that the people of the 
United States should, on that occasion, be told 
the opinion of the Senate—that the removal of the 
deposits was in derogation of the Constitution and 
laws of the United States. It was urged by the 


| gentleman that this was prejudging the President, 


and that if he had been impeached on that charge 


by the House of Representatives, the Senate by | 
that vote had disqualified themselves to sit as the | 


constitutional tribunal upon his trial. 
Mr. P. said it was utterly impossible that they 


should not,in the multifarious subjects that came | 
before them,in some instances act in a legislative | 
capacity upon matters which might afterwards | 


come before them in a judicial capacity; and as 
they could not foresee everything, those powers 
would sometimes run into each other. In illus- 
tration of this fact, he brought to view various 
examples. 

In regard to the motives of the President, he 
said there might be remissness of duty, but no 
malfeasance without improper motives, and con- 


troverted the position that a judicial officer could || 


be impeached for errors of opinion in matters of 
law, unless they were accompanied by criminal 
motives; and he did not think the position of the 
gentleman from Missouri sustained by the case 
of Judgze Chase, and read extracts from his trial 


to show that improper motives were charged in | 
all the accusations except one, upon which he | 


was unanimously acquitted. The speech of the 
gentieman from Missouri [Mr. Benton] he 
thought might be divided into two parts; one of 
vhich was in praise of General Jackson, and the 
other in the vituperation of the United States 
Bank. He (Mr. P.) found no fault in that part 
praising the President. He, himself, had found 
the utmost difficulty in seeing anything wrong in 
these towhom he was attached. But he did not 
carry his feelings quite so faras the gentleman from 
Missouri, who seemed to have adopted the 
adage, that to lay the plaster on thick was sure to 
make some stick. He (Mr. P.) had no respect 


| for hackneyed politicians, if that was what the 
| gentleman from Missouri had said; but if he meant 
that General Jackson had done more good than || 


all the politicians in the world, he could not agree 
with him, and thereupon instituted a comparison 


between the President and Cicero, Hampden, | 


Chatham, Randolph, Henry, Jefferson, and 
Franklin, all of whom he said were politicians, 
and certainly all of them put together had ren- 
dered as much service as him, whatever compar- 
ison he might bear with them individually. He 
spoke of the discussion over the dead body 
of the United States Bank. 


he thought the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Benton] ought to come in for a share of the credit 


of the victory, as he had fought, shoulder to | 


shoulder, with the President. But he doubted, 
after the part the gentleman had taken against 
the bank, whether he was an impartial judge 
in this matter. For his part, he believed the 
history of this globe did not present an instance 
where an institution of the magnitude of the 


United States Bank, and with the same extent of 


powers, had performed its functions with greater | 


propriety. But, instead of being brought before 
a court of justice, where the evidence could 
have been heard in its defense, its deposits were 
taken from it in a manner unauthorized by either 
the Constitution or the laws of the country. 
He (Mr. P.) had never any transactions with the 
bank, and never borrowed a dollar from it; and, 
so far as that matter stood, he was impartial, and 
he never saw anything that destroyed his confi- 
dence init. The defense of that institution by 
the Senators opposed to the President was not 
with a view to gain popularity. If they had 


In the quarrel be- | 
tween the President and the United States Bank, 


| the popular feeling was always against moneyed 
institutions. When a bank, which, from a want 
of prudence and discretion, made nothing, and its 
| stock was of little value, applied to the Legisla- 
ture for a recharter, it immediately got it. But if 
it had managed its matters profleatiy, and made 
money, a cry was raised against it, and a charter 
refused. Mr. P. said he, and those who acted 
|| with him believed a national bank was neces- 
| sary to the interests of the country, and did not 
wish to change the old bank for any other, 
They saw what its destruction would lead to, and 
| foretold the present state of things. But their au- 
| thority was overruled, and the responsibility was 
assumed by another branch of the Government. 
The Governor of Pennsylvania had swallowed 
| the great monster bank, but could not swallow 
any more, and rejected a little monster that was 
offered him, the Girard Bank. 
|| He alluded to the course pursued in the State of 
| Ohio, and attempted to be pursued in New York, 
in relation to the notes of the United States Bank. 
On the demise of the United States Bank, every 
bank was interested in issuing as much paper as 
was possible; and hence the great amount of pa- 
per in circulation. The gentleman from Missouri 
| {Mr. Benton] had told them that the President 
was going to give them a gold—a good metallic— 
currency. Since then, he (Mr. P.) had had trans- 
| actions to the amount of forty or fifty thousand 
dollars, and had but ten half eagles during the 
whole summer, which he carried in his pocket as 
a matter of curiosity. He did not recollect what 
| had become of them; buthe supposed that, having 
no more bank notes to spend, he had spent them. 
He then went into an examination of the increased 
amount of banking capital from 1830 to 1835, and 
| also of the number of banks within that period; 
and as a consequence, iy ianig although high in 
price, was not increased, but that paper was de- 
creased in value, and placed it in the power of 
| speculators to speculate upon the poor. He asked 
| the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] whether 
| he did not think it would have been better to have 
continued the United States Bank, [Mr. Benton 
shook his head,] or a Bank of the United States? 
|| (Mr. Benton again shook his head.] Mr. P. 
| then predicted an alteration of the Constitution, 
||} as a means of merging all these small banks in 
one national bank, and urged the entire futility 
of establishing a metallic currency, although he 
believed many of the friends of the Administration 
had worked up their minds into the belief that 
we could have agoldcurrency. He controverted 
the position that the people, in sustaining General 
Jackson, condemned the bank. They had sus- 
| tained him from other motives, in spite of his 
opposition to the bank. That doctrine amounted 
to this: that if a President adopts a particular 
measure, no matter how erroneous, and was after- 
| wards reélected, it was to be regarded as an ap- 
proval of it by the people. General Jackson was 
elected by them from an appreciation of all his 
| qualifications together. As evidence of the fluc- 
‘| tuation of public opinion, he spoke of the gun- 
boat system, and remembered when in the good 
old days of Democracy, he thought a Navy the 
greatest curse that could be brought upon the 
country. In short, human actions were nothing 
but a collection of errors, notwithstanding public 
|, opinion, in the opinion of the gentleman from 
| Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] was infallible. 
|| After the consideration of executive business, 
| the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

i Wepnespay, March 23, 1836. 
| ‘The House resumed the consideration of the 
/ motion made on Monday by Mr. CamBrELENG, 
| from the Committee of Ways and Means, to dis- 
|| charge the Committee of the Whole on the state 
,| of the Union from the further consideration of the 
‘| bill to repeal the fourteenth section of the act to 

incorporate the subscribers to the Bank of the 
|| United States, approved April 10, 1816—the ob- 
'| ject being to bring the bill before the House for 
| a third reading. 5 
\! The section proposed to be repealed is as fol- 
|| lows: - 
Le recs 14. find be it further enacted, That the bills or 
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notes of the said corporation originally made payable, or 
wich shall have become payable, on demand, shall be 
receivable in all payments to the United States, untess 
otherwise directed by act of Congress.” 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, who was en- 
titled to the floor, addressed the House. 

It would be improper, (he said,) on a question 
which required the speedy action of the House, 
to consume much time in its discussiou, and if 
there was to be as much discussion in Committee 
of the Whole as there was a prospect of being, it 
was one of the best reasons why the committee 
should be discharged from the present subject. 
It was one of those bills which, according to his 
motion, might have been acted on without going 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, because it was nota bill involving an 
appropriation of money. It was merely one with 
regard to the expediency of repealing a_ section 
of the charter of the Bank of the United States, 
or notacting at all on the subject. It was proper 
enough that it should have been referred to the 
Committee of the Whole, although it was not 
absolutely necessary; and its having been so 
referred, the question now was whether that com- 
mittee should be discharged from the considera- 
tion of the subject, and let it come back into the 
House, and be speedily acted on. If it should 
remain where it now was, could any one tell when 
it could be acted on? He conceived that no one — 
was prepared to say that it could receive the | 
action of the House during the present session. 
Then, if it was a subject of such importance, 
which to his mind it was, and perhaps none more 
so, it should be brought before the House for 
speedy action. Suppose it remained where it then | 
was, could they act upon it? Four months had 
already lapued, and they had not moved an inch 
in regard to one of the important appropriation | 
bills. Four days had already been consumed by | 
one distinguished gentleman [Mr. Bett] in de- 
bating not only the items of the bill, but in re- 
viewing the presidential question. 

Che CHAIR said it was not in order on the 
present question to refer to what was taking place | 
on another subject before the House. 

Mr. PEARCE resumed. He had only done 
so for the purpose of showing the improbability | 
of getting the present subject up in Committee of 
the Whole during the present session. He had | 
said that four days were consumed discussing one | 
item of the bill; and if two other gentlemen should | 
take the same range, who stood in different rela- 
tions to that gentleman, there would be four more 
days consumed by each; and if it was lawful for | 
one gentleman to consume four days, it certainly 


was lawful for another to consume the same num- | 
had but three working days in | 


ber; and the 
each week; then there would be four weeks con- 
sumed by those gentlemen. When, then, would 


they get through with the appropriation bills, and | 
get an opportunity to take up | 


when would the 
the bill now before the House in 
the Whole? To his mind they ought to settle 
the question immediately. Was the bank dead? 
Certainly not. Then they ought to act most effi- 
ciently and expeditiously. Suppose the clause 
to be in operation, not only authorizing, but com- 
manding, the receiving officers of the Government 
to take those notes. 


The CHAIR was of opinion that the gentleman || 
was discussing the merits of the bill, which could || 
not be done on a motion to discharge the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole from the further considera- | 


tion of the subject. 


Mr. PEARCE resumed. He had merely made 
the reference for the purpose of showing the im- 
portance of immediate action, and to show that, 
unless the Committee of the Whole was dis- 


charged, no action at all could be had during the | 


present session. He would further state that, if 
there be any doubt on this question, it was neces- 
sary that the House should decide and dissipate 
it. Itwassingular, however, that gentlemen who 
had contended that there was no doubt but that 
the section expired with the bill should still be 
so unwilling for action. 
thing to show the necessity of action. Suppose 
Congress was to rise without action, the Treasury 
Department might refuse to receive those notes, 
lawsuits would rise from the very circumstance 
of the bill lying over, and no one could tell the 


ommittee of | 


He would state another | 
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. 
number of litigations which might so arise. No | 
one was prepared to say what the decision of the 
courts might be onthe subject; then, if there was 
doubt in regard to it, hence arises the necessity 
of deciding it at once. Without pretending to 
go into the merits of the question, he had sub- 
mitted these remarks to show the necessity for 
action, and to show that, if the question remained 
where it now was, it could never be reached this 
session. The question then was, shall the sub- 
ject remain where it cannot be reached this ses- 
sion, or shall the committee be discharged, and let 
it receive the immediate action of the House ? 
Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, said that the 
yeas and nays being now about to be called, he 
could not forego the opportunity of saying a few 
words in explanation of the vote which he ex- 
pester to give upon this question. Much time 
1as been already consumed in the debate upon 
this question, and he would not occupy any fur- 
ther the time of the House, were it not that he 
differed from some of his friends who had spoken 
upon the propriety of the disposition which was 
to be given to this proposition. The question is, 


| whether you will discharge the Committee of the | 


Whole from the consideration of a bill propos- | 
ing to repeal the 4th section of the act of | 
Congress, of the year 1816, incorporating the | 
subscribers to the Bank of the United States, so 
| that it may come directly into the House for their 
| action; or whether you will keep the subject, to 
be deliberated upon and discussed, first in the 
‘ committee, and afterwards leave it to be discussed 
and acted upon, a second time, in the House. 
Sir, I am in favor of this proposition. It has been | 


indicated from the Chair that it is not in order to || 


' go into the merits of this question, further than | 
to show the reasons for the proper direction of 
this simple proposition. | am in favor of the mo- 

| tion to discharge the Committee of the Whole— 

first and principally, to the end that it may facill- 
tate the dispatch of the business of this House. 

He said, we have now been in session between 

three and four months, and he had yet to learn 

what important bills of a general import had re- 
ceived the final action of this House. The time 
iggyapidly approaching when it has been more 
than once declared upon this floor, and when it is 
expected, according to the custom of the House, 
that Congress will adjourn, and he could not b 
his vote consent that the time of the House should 
be exhausted upon this motion, to the exclusion 
of other more important business, interesting to 
the nation at large. 
opinion of the time which the prolonged discus- 


sion of the subject in the Committee of the Whole | 


would occupy, from the readiness, and if he 
might be allowed to say so, the eagerness which 


of the vexed question connected with the bank, 
it was impossible to foresee to what extent the 
| debate may be carried out. 

But again: Where is the pressing necessity for 
refusing to bring this bill immediately into the 
House for their deliberation? There isa rule, 
that all proceedings touching the appropriation 
of money, shall be first discussed in Committee 


may be given to the consideration of that class of 
subjects; but there is another rule, that the pro- 
| ceedings of the committee shall be subject to the 
government of the same rules that the House is, 
except so far as they relate to the limitation of 
the time of speaking, and except that the previous 
question cannot be called in the committee. 

The operation of these rules will give to the 
House, as [ apprehend, the benefit of all the dis- 
cussion and explanation which will be necessary 
to the full and proper understanding of the bear- 
ings and merits of the billin question. Various 
opinions are entertained as to the importance of 
the bill to be acted on; some gentlemen being 
|| of opinion that the passage of it is altogether un- 
necessary. That is a matter which I waive for 
the present; but whether important or not, there 
is not a member who may not be able to form his 
opinion, and to give his vote, from a brief exam- 
+ ination of the matter, and from the discussion to 
|| be given in the House. The fourteenth section 
| of the act proposed to be repealed is in the fol- 
|| lowing words: ‘* That the bills or notes of the 
' *said incorporation, (the bank,) originally made 








If (said he) we can form an | 


| was already manifested to go into the whole merits | 


of the Whole, in order that the greatest latitude | 
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‘ payable, or which shall have become payable 
‘on demand, shall be receivable in all payments 
‘to the United States, unless otherwise directed 
‘by actof Congress.’’ The bank charter having 
expired on the 3d of March last, it is euppaoes 
that those bills of the old Bank of the United 
States ought not to be considered any longer a 
legal tender to the Governments for debts which 
may be due and owing from individuals, but that 
those bills should remain upon the same footing 
with the notes of other banks as to the legality 
of the tender; and in order to remove all doubts 
which may exist as to the effect of that section, 
the bill under consideration is introduced, pro- 
viding that the said fourteenth section shall be 
repealed. Believing that the merits of this bill 
wil be reached, and that ample opportunity will 
be afforded in the House, we some cconomy of 
time, to understand and deliberate upon the sub- 
ject, and not being at liberty to examine and dis- 
cuss further the use or propriety of the bill itself, 
in this stage of its consideration, | leave it, with 
this short explanation of my views upon the im- 
mediate question before the House. 

Mr. BRIGGS had thought of voting against the 
proposition before the House, but a litde reflec- 
tion had brought him to the conclusion that he 
should vote the other way. He was of opinion 
that it was nota matter of so much consequence, 
because he did not think the bills of the late Bank 
of the United States a legal tender by virtue of 
the 14th section of the bank charter. So believ- 
ing, he thought it of no sort of consequence 
whether they passed the bill or not. On the other 
hand, if the officers of the Government were in 
doubt, and it was likely to create any confusion, 
it might be necessary to pass it. He had not 


—_— 


| heard any particular reasons urged why it should 


| be taken from the Committee of the Whole, and 
no very strong one in favor of its remaining with 
them. Various reasons which had been urged 
| were of very little consequence; and the hard 
names which had been used against the bank 
had as little influence with him now as hereto- 
| fore. Some had said that the bank was a mon- 
| ster; others, that it was not dead; and the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Many] had quoted a 
| very high authority to prove that it could not die, 
because it had no soul. This was the first time 
he had been informed that a body could not die 
without being possessed of asoul. Another gen- 
tleman had told them that the ghost of the old 
monster had returned. What! the ghost of a 
being who had no soul! The bank could not die, 
says one gentleman, because it had no soul; but, 
says another, itis dead, and its ghost is here in 
| this Hall. But, says one, the old lady is here 
}again. Why, this bank had only been chartered 
twenty years, and he hoped no gentleman would 
be so uncourteous as to apply that odious word, 
|| ‘© old lady,’’ to a being te had not existed ever 
twenty years. The gentleman from Connecticut 
{Mr. Tena had told them that the bank was 
an odious monopoly, and it ought to be put down, 
Yes, it was dead, and its ghost here; and it was 
an odious monopoly, and gentlemen wished still 
to put it down, because it was in accordance with 
the people’s will. It was true the people had 
willed its death, but it was not permitted to rest 
at peace in its grave, but was still pursued by its 
| desperate persecutors. But the people willed its 
| death, it was true, and the people also willed its 
| life; yet so much respect had he for the will of the 
people, that he would not now vote to recharter 
another bank, however favorable he might be to 
| one, because the public voice wasagainstit. But, 
| sir, this thing which was killed by the voice of 
| the people was made by it. 
| The CHAIR canada that the present was 
simply a motion to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole from the subject, and that the gentle- 
man was evidently taking too wide a range in his 
remarks. 

Mr. BRIGGS resumed. Well, sir, the mon- 
|| ster was dead, and the charter expired, and he 
| held that ihe section which made these bills a 
| 
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legal tender had expired with the other provisions 
of the charter and there was no reason why the 
| bill should have a preference over other bills; but 
| as there were some doubts on the subject, it 


| might be well to act on the question, and settle 
i those doubts, and it might as well be acted on 
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now as at any other time. He had, therefore, 
came to the conclusion to vote to take it out of 
Committee of the Whole; but he hoped that those 
who might differ from him in opinion, and those 


who might differ in opinion from other gentle- | 


men, might be permitted to express their views 
on the bill without being cut off by that familiar 
monster, more dangerous to the freedom of de- 
bate than the old bank ever could be to the free- 
dom of the country. He was somewhat sur- 
prised to hear gentlemen say, they were ready 
and willing to move the previous question. When 
the previous question was perverted by the power 
of party, it was one of the most odious and de- 
testable instruments ever introduced into any 
deliberative body on earth, r 

Mr. HARPER wished merely to state his rea- 
sons, as the yeas and nays had been ordered, for 
voting against bringing the subject ont of the 
Committee of the Whole. It was this eternal 
attempt to ride one portion of the business over 
another which created so much confusion, and 
consumed so much of the time of the House. As 
to the present subject, he conceived the law had 
been dead for a month, and he could see no rea- 
son why the notes should be offered as a legal 
te: der for anything. Behevine that the publie 
could sustain no loss, he could see no neeessity 
for speedy action on the question. A bill of the 
utmost importance was now before them, and yet 
it was desired to make this bill ride over that. 
He repeated, that this sort of procedure was cal- 
culated to delay the business of the House, and 
to create confusion; and hence the reason that 
the House had done nothing; and so Jone as that 
system continued the House would do nothing. 

his dead monster, who had called forth the whole 
influence of one party to wage war against it, 
could not be permitted to rest inits grave; it must 
have the last kick. 

The CHAIR reminded the gentleman that he 
could not enter into the merits of the question, 

Mr. HARPER resumed. Would the country 
sustain any injury? It could sustain none, and 
all that could be done was to give a few additional 
blows to the bank. But his principal objection 
was that the business of the House ought to go 
on in regular order; the interests of the country 
called for it. He had voted against all motions 
to suspend the rules of the House: he was anx- 
ious that the [Louse should go on regular with its 
business. For these reasons he should vote 
against taking the subject out of the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. GALBRAITH wished to give one or two 
reasons for the vote he should give. He thought 
he ought to act on the subject tmmediately. One 
of his colleagues [Mr. Incersour] had said that 
the 14h section was entirely inoperative, yet he 
argued that the present bill ought not to pass, 
But Mr. G. thought, as there was doubt about 
it, the bill should pass. Some had said that the 
bank was dead, but others thought differently; 


and the people of the country might collect up the , 


notes of that bank under the impression that they 
were a legal tender, and might in cOnsequence 
suffer inconvenience. This being the case, he 
thought the bill ought to pass, and without delay. 
The different arguments of gentlemen had made 
it satisfactory to him that the bill should be taken 
up and passed recep and, also, as it should do 
no harm, and might « 


Mr. DAVIS regretted that this debate had taken 
so wide a range, for it did seem to him to bea 
simple question whether the subject should be 
taken from the Committee of the Whole and 
brought into the House. The bill could be acted 
on just as well in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole, and would be subject to the very same 
rules. If it was necessary to act at all, they 
should act speedily. There appeared to be a great 
disposition with some gentlemen to debate in that 
House, and a great dread of the gag-law—the pre- 
vious question. Now, if those gentlemen would 
turn their eyes to their own side of the House, 
they would find that at least two thirds of the 
time of the House was occupied by 9 tas 
speakers; yet the majority were accused of spring- 
ing the previous question, and also of allowing 
no business to be done. This was a strange con- 
tradiction. He understood the nature of the pre- 


o a great deal of good, it || 
ought to pass. 


|| vious question to be to cut off useless debate, be- 


_ cause even the freedom of debate might be abused, | 


_and whenever it was in the deliberate opinion of 


ent bill was necessary, so that the United States 





j 
| 


the House, then it should be applied. The pres- | 


Bank should have no other corporate powers than | 


that of any other bank; therefore, hie should vote 


for bringing the subject immediately before the 


House, and acting on it. 


Mr. BEARDSLEY said, that the fourteenth 


section of the bank charter made the notes of the 
Bank of the United States a legal tender in all 


payments to the Government. The charter had 


expired, and perhaps the operation of that section | 


expired with it; but upon that subject doubts | 
seemed to exist, in consequence of a decision 


said to have been made by Judge Marshall. There 
scemed to be some reason to doubt, then, whether 
the section had expired with the bill; therefore, 
it was necessary to pass a law to clear up those 
doubts. ‘The House should not leave the coun- 
try under the supposition that these bills were a 
legal tender, and that they would be received by 
the collectors and reeeivers. There should be no 
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shone to-day and yesterday. Upon a former oc- 
casion a pledge had been made in committee that 
the previous question would not be moved in the 
House on a particular bill. That pledge had been 
violated. A gentleman, when the bill came into 
the House, after having spoken an hour, had de- 
clared that the question was very plain, and con- 
cluded by very politely moving the previous 
question. 

After a few additional remarks in opposition to 
the principle of the previous question, and the 
manner in which it had been exercised, he con- 
cluded by expressing the hope that the motion to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole would not 
prevail. 

Mr. BOON remarked, that notwithstanding the 
lecture which had just been delivered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. rent) he (Mr. 
B.) was a previous-question man; and as to the 
pledges to which reference was made, that the 
previous question should not be demanded upon 





| a particular bill, he knew nothing of it, and de- 
| sired to be excluded from all such pledges. There 


hesitation; the doubts should be dissipated, and | 


the publie officers should know what to do; and 
if these notes were not entitled to a preference, 
the subject ought to be disposed of by a vote of 
Congress. It was said a great principle was in- 


volved in the fourteenth section, and that itought | 


to be kept ina place where it could have full | 


discussion. 


Mr. REED rose to a point of order. He said, 


The CHAIR said he was just about informing 


not be discussed, 
Mr. B. did not intend to violate the rules. He 


intended merely to suggest what seemed to him | 


good reasons why they should act on the subject || nays on the previous question; which were or- 


promptly, and dissipate those doubts in relation 
to the construction of the fourteenth section. If 
the subject remained in committee, there was nu 
opportunity to get it speedily passed. He had 
heard complaints there of the application of the 
previous question. In relation to that, he Md 
only toremark that those who had been in the 
| House for a few years would recollect that there 
was not so much dread of the previous question 
when those gentlemen who now complained of it 
were in the majority. All would recollect that 
the bill to recharter this very same bank was 
| passed under the previous question, and by the 
, Very same gentlemen who nowcomplained of the 
operation of the previous question. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, warned a certain 
interest in that House of the danger to be appre- 


hended from the adoption of this precedent. It | 


r be the entering wedge for simil otions | : J 
would be the entering wedge for similar m r || pocl, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks 


upon questions of vital importance, and the rights 
of the minority would be subverted by the exer- 
cise of that engine of tyranny, the previous ques- 
tion. 
What good, he would ask, could possibly result 
, from the adoption of the motion? The only reason 
given was, that the passage of the bill might be 
expedited. The chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and the gentleman who last 
addressed the House, had notexplained how and 
in what manner this bill was to be carried through. 
Why did they not tell the whole tale? Why did 
they not show their hands, and admit the real in- 
tention in moving, to discharge the committee? 
He repeated that the object contemplated was to 
hurry this bill through by calling that odious en- 
gine of tyranny, the previous question, which 
operated as an abridgment of the constitutional 
rights of the minority. ‘The previous question 
could not be moved in Committee of the Whole. 
It was there, and there alone, that free discussion 
could be had, and it was intended very properly 
| as a check upon the caprice of the House; and it 
' was there that all important measures should be 
‘| first deliberately considered and prepared for the 
|| final action of the House. 
‘| The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
| Sreicut) had asked, what reason there was to 
| suppose that the previous question would be de- 
‘|, manded upon this occasion? He would ask that 
| gentleman why they expected that the sun would 
‘shine to-morrow? Why, simply because it had 


| 
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'ent, and witness the useless 


if the gentleman went on with his remarks, the | 
whole subject would be opened up for discussion. | 


never was, in his opinion, a more fit occasion 
than the present for enforcing the previous ques- 
tion. If the people of the country could be pres- 
i ebates in that 

House, they would themselves demand the pre- 
vious question more than it was done by mem- 
bers on that floor. The motionbefore the House 
was a preliminary one, It was simply whether 
a measure should be discussed, if at all, in com- 
mittee or in the House. He was for coming up 
to the point—he would toe the mark;and, in order 
at once to settie this unimportant preliminary 


|, question, which was occupying unnecessarily the 
the gentleman that the merits of the question could | 


time of the House, he moved the previous ques- 
tion. 
The motion was seconded—ayes 115, noes 66. 
Mr. ROBERTSON called for the yeas and 


dered, and were— 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale, 
Bean, Beardsley, Bockee, Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, 
Boyd, Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, 
| Casey, Chaney, Chapin, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, 
| Craig, Cushman, Davis, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, 
| Effuer, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, French, William K. 
| Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Grantland, Haley, Joseph Hall, 

Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel 8. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Heister, Holsey, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubiey, Huntington,Huntsman,Ingham, 
| Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. John- 
| son, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Ken- 
| non, Kilgore, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Gideon Lee, 

Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, 

Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Manning, Martin, John Y. 
| Mason, Wiiliam Mason, Moses Mason, May, McCarty, 

MeKay, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Montgomery, Mor- 

gan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Frank- 

lin Pierce, Dutee J. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelpz, John Rey- 
| nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Rogers, Schenck, 
Seymour, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Speight, Thomas, John 
| Thomson, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Underwood, Vander- 


—126. 

NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Ashley, 
| Bailey, Banks, Bell, Bond, Briggs, John Calhoon, William 
B. Calhoun, Carter, George Chambers, John Chambers, 
Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Darlington, 
Deberry, Denny, Evans, Everett, Philo C. Fuller, James 
| Garland, Rice Garland, Glaseock, Granger, Graves, Gray- 
| son, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, 

Harper, Hazeltine, Hoar, Howell, Ingersoll, Janes, Jenifer, 
Join W. Jones, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Lyon, 
Sampson Mason, Maury, McComas, McKennan, Milligan, 
Morris, Patton, Phillips, Pickens, Reed, Robertson, Russell, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Spangler, Steele, Storer,Taliaferro, 
Waddy Thompson, Vinton, White, Whittlesey, Lewis 
Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—72, 


So the House determined that the main question 
be now put; which was decided as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale, Bean, 
Bockee, Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Briggs, 
Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, 
Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Childs, Cleveland, Coffee, 
Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Davis, Dickerson, 
Doubleday, Dromgoole, Effner, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, 
French, P. C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James 
Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Grantland, Haley, Joseph Hall, 
Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel S. Flarrison, Albert 
G. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Heis- 
ter, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Hunti » Hunts- 
man, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, 
Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Ben- 
jamin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, Klingensmith, Lane, Lan- 
sing, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, T Lee 
Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah ann, Job 
Mann, Manning, Martin, Jobn Y. Mason, William Mason, 
Moses Mason, May, McCarty, McKay, McKeon, McKim, 
McLene, Montgomery, Morgan, Morris, Muhlenberg, 
Owens, Page, Parker, Parks, atterson, Franklin Pierce, 
Dutee J. Pearce, Pettigrew, Phelps, John Reynolds, Joseph 
Reynolds, Ripley, 


Roane, Rogers, Schenck, Seymour, 
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Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Spangler, 
a iy Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, | 
Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—-139. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Ashley, Bailey, 
Bond, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, Carter, George 
Chambers, John Chambers, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Clark, 
Corwiv, Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, Evans, 
Everett, Rice Garland, Granger, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, 
Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Hazeltine, Hoar, Howell, Ingersoll, | 
Janes, Jenifer, Henry Johnson, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, 
Lincoln, Sampson Mason, Maury, McComas, McKennan, 
Milligan, Patton, Phillips, Reed, Robertson, Russeil, Steele, 
Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, Underwood, Vinton, White, 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—57. 
So the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill referred to. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG asked that the Clerk 
should read a letter which he sent to the Chair 
from the cashier of one of the deposit banks in 
Boston tothe Secretary of the Treasury. It would 
be seen that the branch bank at Boston had re- 
fused to redeem the notes of the other branches of 
the Bank of the United States, while the deposit | 
banks were compelled to receive them in payment | 
of bonds. He said he had not been permitted | 
under the rule to go into this explanation before; 
but he would now state, that if other branches | 
should act in the same way the notes of the inte- | 
rior branches must soon be in the hands of the 
brokers, from whom they would be purchased at 
a discount, and merely for the purpose of paying | 
bonds. If the other branches followed this exam- 
le, the notes of the United States issued in the 
interior would be employed entirely for this pur- | 
ose. Ifsuch may be the condition of things on 
the Atlantic, it might well be imagined what em- 
barrassments would exist at our land offices inthe | 
interior. Butif all the branches act as the branch 
in Boston is represented to have done, and refuse 
to redeem all notes except those issued at their 
offices, where, he asked of tiie gentleman from | 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] and of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Incersou.,| were 
the notes of branches no longer in existence to 
be redeemed? He was surprised at the oppo- 
sition to this measure: a similar one was adopted 
in 18]2, al.nost, he might even say quite, unan- 
imously; but he hoped that, when the question was | 
properly understood, the House would sce the | 
propriety of acting promptly in repealing the 
section, and removing all doubt upon the subject. 
The following is the letter referred to: 
Copy of a letter from the Cashier of the Commonwealth 


Bank of Boston, to the Secretary of the Treasury; dated 
Boston, March 18, 1836. 


Sir: Yours of the lth instant is at hand. In answer to | 
the last paragraph, viz: ‘1 will thank you to intorm me | 
how, and in what case, the question can arise in your bank, 
as it has been presumed that the payments for duties have 
been, and will be, paid chiefly, if not entirely, by checks on 
your own or other city banks.”’ 

Heretofore, the branch bank in this city has redeemed the | 
bills of the United States Bank, drawn here by regular course 














of business; consequently making them equal tothe city bank | | 


bills. Being therefore no difference in value, the payments | 
to Government have been made generally in checks and | 
bills of the city banks. But this branch of the United States | 
Bank now refuses to redeem any bill but of their own issue, 
and consequently every other city bank refuses to receive | 
them. Fhis depreciates in value all the United States bills 
issued elsewhere, and they must be negotiated by brokers, 
and purchased for the purpose of paying debts due to the | 
Government. The rate of exchange will probably cause 
them to be remitted from one city to another, when money || 
is scarce, and to be placed in the hands of the bond payers, 
to whom they will be equal to specie, although payable at | 
a distant part of the country, and for all other purposes of 
less value. It was to guard, if possible, against this prob- || 
able contingency that [ addressed the Department. 
Respectfully, CHARLES HOOD, Cashier. | 


After some conversation between Messrs. 
ADAMS, CAMBRELENG, and the CHAIR, | 
as to the position which the bill occupied since | 
the vote discharging the Committee of the Whole || 
from its consideration, the hour arrived for pro- || 
ceeding with the special order of the day. | 

On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the | 
House then resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hamer | 
in the chait,) and resumed the consideration of |, 

| 


the 


+ NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BELL resumed his remarks. He pro-| 
ceeded to review the causes which led to the de- | 
feat of the $3,000,000 appropriation of last year, | 
which, he contended, had been brought about by |. 
acertain party, more to affect the standing of one | 
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| minor constitutional scruples ? 


| night. 


| rumor was a veritable one, to shield the President 


| certain knowledge that the rumor respecting the 
| President’s determination not to sign any more 


| then entered into an analysis of the votes taken 
|| by yeas and nays on that night, so classifying 





'| of the Senators from Tennessee [Judge W } National Intelligencer, published shortly after the 
Standefer, Storer, Thomas, John Thomson, [ ure) SS »P z 


than to have any real bearing upon the existing 
relations or pretended exigency of a war with || 
France. If there had been any real apprehen- 
sion of war, ought not some steps to have been 
taken for its provision before the 3d of March, 
1835, the day that appropriation was proposed? 
He adverted again to some paragraphs in the 
semi-official organ of the Government (the Globe) 
which ascribed the loss of that appropriation to 
a * factious cabal’’—the Opposition; and com- 
mented upon the same by referring to the course 
of the thenchairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, [Mr. Poik,] who had moved numer- 
ous reductions to the reported appropriations for 
the defenses in the appropriation bills, which 
were concurred in by the majority of the House. 
Motions had also been made by various members 
for increased appropriations for the defense of 
Castle Island, Forts Warren and Independence, 
and for the city of Baltimore, all of which were 
resisted by the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, [then Mr. Poxk,] and voted 
down by the House. This was only three short 
weeks before the 3d of March, and therefore it 
was not possible that the party, at that time, 
could have had any apprehension of a war. In 
his remarks upon that occasion, that gentleman 
(Mr. Poik] urged the keeping down all the ap- 
propriations within the limits of the estimates of 
the Departments and its officers; and so important | 
did he deem that doctrine, and the necessity of | 
having the full sense of the Tlouse upon it, that 
the gentleman moved and obtained a call of the 


| House, and the proposed amendments were voted 


down by a large majority. This was only afew 
days before the 3d of March. The fact was, that 
the real cause of the loss of the fortification bill 
arose from the design to make the Senate respons- 
ible for it, and to make an issue between the Sen- 
ate, and particularly a distinguished Senator, 
[Judge Wuirte,] and the country. He wasaware 
that some professed constitutional scruples about 
voting after twelve o’clock at night, aa that they 
acted upon them; but had not General Washing- | 
ton acted, and Mr. Jefferson, in the Louisiana 
case, and the present Chief Magistrate, after | 
twelve o’clock? Ought they not to have set aside | 
Would they not 
have done so if a war with France had been 


really apprehended ? i 
| Mr. B. then referred to the reported debate of || 
| the last night of the last session of Congress, and | 


the remarks and the various motions of Messrs. 
Guo.son, Poik, Lyte, CamMBRELENG, and Hvus- 
BARD, to show that the loss of that bill was not 
to be ascribed to the Senate, but to the party of | 
the Vice President in the House. The tenor of | 
the passages quoted by Mr. B. wentto show that 
they preferred the loss of the whole bill, rather 
than accept a part of it, so as to throw the whole 
responsibility of that loss upon the Senate. He 
alluded to the whispers then current in the 
Hall, that Judge Wuire had voted against the 
$3,000,000, and that the President had taken a 
position that he would sign no more bills on that | 
He thought the proceedings of the usual | 
‘* whippers-in”’ becoming at the time ‘* whippers- 
out,’’ was a fair party movement, if the latter 


from responsibility, whose inflexibility of char- 
acter was well known to him, though he knew it 
was not always unyielding. But Mr. B. had no 


bills on that night was correct. The evidence, 
however, was distinct and explicit, that there 
was a settled determination on the part of certain 
individuals to destroy the whole bill. Mr. B. 


them as to show that there was an evident design 
on the part of those who now supported the Vice 
President for the Presidency to defeat the fortifi- 
cation bill, and then throw the responsibility of 


its failure upon the Senate of the United States. 
| He also entered into a very minute and succinct | 


statement of the proceedings of the House during 
the last night of the last session, to substantiate. | 
the charge of the failure of that bill upon the 
friends of the Vice President, and quoted also the 
letter of Mr. Camprexene to the editors of the 


| Cumberland road 
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adjournment of Congress, contrasting it with the 


| record on the Journal of the House. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG briefly explained that 
neither his own recollection, nor any one of the 
statements made by any member who had ad- 
verted to the circumstances of that night, corre- 
sponded with the Journal. 

Mr. BELL, referring to the confusion of that 
night, said, the presiding officer ought not to be 
held responsible for the fidelity of the record in 
every minute point. All he had shown from the 
ventleman’s letter was this—and it should be borne 
in mind that the letter was written a few days 
after the occurrence—that the gentleman then said 
that he retired with the committee of conference 
immediately, which was what he ought to have 
done; whereas, he now assamed the ground, and 
rested his defense upon it, that he did not leave 
the House till after the vote was taken on the 
bill. The gentleman's first 

recollection, a few days afterwards, asserted dis- 
tinctly that he had left the House with the com- 
mittee of conferees immediately. The Journal 
testified that the gentleman did vote on the Cum- 
berland road bill; and taking the two statements 
together, the gentleman’s first recollection and 
the record, it was evident that he had been out, and 
| returned between the appointment of the commit- 
tee of conferees and the vote on the Cumberland 
road bill. Mr. B. then referred to the declaration 
made by Mr. CamBretene on that night, that 
there was no quorum, which he referred to as a 
| party movement, disrespectful to the Chair at the 
| time and to the House, and of which Mr. C. could 


‘(| have had no certain knowledge. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG explained that he knew 
| it from the vote just then taken by yeas and nays, 
Mr. BELL said, stillit was perfectly gratuitous 
on Mr. C.’s part to call the attention of the House 
or the Chair to it. The fact of there being a 
quorum or not was the business of the presiding 
officer; and it was without a precedent for a 
member to get up and refuse to make a report of 
| a committee because a quorum was not present. 
The Chair on that occasion (Mr. Bex himself ) 
was prepared to receive the report, because he 
conscientiously believed a quorum was in the 
| House. Nay, more, he believed that, at the final 
adjournment or dissolution of the House, there 
were not less than one hundred and fifty or sixty, 
or one hundred and seventy members present. 
Of one thing he felt assured, that if, at any time 
there was not a quorum within the bar, the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Campretene] could 
have called in one at any moment. Mr. B. ex- 
plained that he had very reluctantly entered into 
this controversy, but it had become necessary, 
| from the violent and slanderous aspersions cast 
upon the character and motives of Judge Ware, 
who had been charged with treasonable designs, 
analogous only to those of Benedict Arnold, for 
his course on that bill, and those very charges 
| sentunder the frank of the President (in the Globe) 
to members of fhe Legislature of Tennessee. 
Mr. B. then recurred tothe charge broughtagainst 
the White party for an intent to bring the presi- 
dential election into the House. This charge (he 
went on to maintain) should be justly retorted 
upon the Van Buren party. 

It would be recollected that a proposition was 
laid before the last Congress, by Mr. Gilmer, of 
Georgia, to so amend the Constitution of the 
| United States as to prevent an election by the 

House. That proposition was referred toa select 
| committee, consisting of nine members, six. of 
whom were the friends and partisans of the Vice 
President, and one of them nominated for that 
station by the Baltimore convention—and thus it 
became defeated. Again: the present Chief Magis- 
trate had not omitted, in all his annual messages, 
to call and press this subject upon the considera- 
tion of Congress, urging them to propound a 
measure to prevent a recurrence of the events of 
| the year 1825. He also quoted the paragraphs 
| from the several messages of General Jackson, 
| recommending an amendment to that effect; and 

he contrasted the course of the party with the 
| violent and abusive articles that had appeared in 
the Richmond Enquirer and the Globe as a proof 
of their insincerity, and that they really contem- 
plated a recurrence of such an election. If they 




















a 


Wt 


Ter 


“ 
; 
. 


i 


ee 


Be ny Brg rt 


9 be te 


ate 





a 
& 
4 
4 

: 
é 


~ gem An 








were sincere as a party, where had been exhibited 
the evidences of any party attempt to carry these 
recommendations of the President through the 
House? On the contrary, their direct influence 
had prevented action upon the subject. Upon 
several occasions attempts were made during the 
last session to act upon Mr. Gilmer’s resolution. 

Upon one occasion the vote to take up the sub- 
ject was—yeas 151, nays 56; and of the negatives 
thirty-seven were the friends of the Vice Presi- 
dent, On another occasion there were—yeas 112, 
nays 92; of the negatives forty-nine were friends 
of the same distinguished gentleman, and twenty- 
four of them from the State of New York. On 
the 27th of February a motion was again made to 
take up the subject, which was again lost—yeas 
99, nays 104; of these 104 negatives sixty were 
friends of the Vice President, and of those sixty 
twenty-four were from the State of New York. 
On a motion to lay the subject on the table there 
were—yens 39, nays 129; of the former, thirty 
were of the party, and thirteen of these were 
members from New York. These were only a 
few facts that might be cited to show that the 
‘*party’’ were responsible for the defeat of a 
pores to prevent an election of the President 
xy the House. Had they been sincere or in 
earnest in their professions, surely some declar- 
ation might Jong before this have been introduced 
during the present session. He referred to his 
speech last summer at Nashville, wherein he had 
ntl the defeat of this proposition upon the 

arty belonging to the Administration. He be- 
lieved it might have been carried through the Sen- 
ate last session; and would have been ratified by 
three fourths of the State Legislatures, if the 
friends of the Vice President in that House had 
not evaded that subject. 

Mr. B. then returned his acknowledgments to 
the majority of the House for the attention af- 
forded to him, and his duty to the House and to 
himself would compel him to conclude, not so 
much from having exhausted his materials, as 
from physical debility, and an indisposition to 
trespass too long upon their indulgence. He 
again explained the present position in which he 
stoed towards the Administration, substantially 
the same as on the first day he addressed the com- 
mittee, and gave a review of his course on all the 
leading measures of the Administration, the tariff, 
nullification, the United States Bank, the removal 
of the deposits, internal improvements, the veto 
messages, &c.; all of which he had supported 
from the first, though he had never given in his 
adhesion to the principles of the party, as removal 
from office on political grounds, executive patron- 
age, succession to the presidency, &c. He had 
early given a distinct declaration, that, if called 
upon to give his support to such party principles, 
he should be driven to abandon it, and make an 
appeal to those to whom he was immediately re- 
sponsiblethe people who sent him there. As 
soon as Mr. B. had concluded, 

Mr. GARLAND obtained the floor; and it 
being late, the committee rose fand, 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the House ad- 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 24, 1836. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Treasury Department in answer to the resolution 
of the 21st instant, requiring information of that 
Department as to the expediency and cost of 
erecting suitable buildings for the custom-house 
and district courts at New Orleans. 

Also, a report from the same in compliance 
with the resolution of the 25th February last, 
transmitting statements of the deposit banks up 
to the ]st instant. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Mr. MORRIS presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Ohio, praying for a change in the lo- 
cation of the Cumberland road; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of William 
Fettyplace and others; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ti 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
Morris Wain & Co., of the city of Philadelphia, 
praying, for reasons stated in the petition, that 





bill for the relief of John Cummins; which was | 
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| certain duties paid by them be refunded; which 


was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

_Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 

Naval Affairs, to which had been referred the 

pane’y of Captain Alexander J. Dallas, of the 


Jnited States Navy, reported a bill for the relief | 


of the officers of the United States sloop of war 


Boston; which was read and ordered to a second 


reading. 

Mr. ‘TTOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which had been referred the bill from 
the House granting pensions and arrearages of 
pensions to certain persons therein named, report- 
ed the same without amendment. 

Mr. LINN, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Orris Gray; which was read 
and ordered to a second reading. 


RESOLUTION. 


Mr. CALHOUN submitted the following res-_ 


olution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing proper 


measures for the sate-keeping of the Journals of the two | 
Houses and other public records, and of protecting therm by | 
proper legal enactments from being mutilated, obliterated, | 
erased, detaced, expunged, disfigured, altered, or otherwise | 


destroyed or injured. 
BILL INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 


Mr. GRUNDY, in pursuance of notice given 


yesterday, asked and obtained leave to introduce 


a bill to authorize contracts for carrying the mails | 
and public property on railroads; which was read | 
twice, and referred to the Committee on the Post || 


Office and Post Roads. 


MEDICAL HOSPITALS. 

Mr. BENTON presented a report adopted by 
| the Medical Convention of Ohio, on the subject 
| of medical hospitals; which was referred to the 
' Committee on Commerce. 


FORTIFICATIONS. 


Mr. BENTON called the attention of the Sen- | 


ate to the important bill making appropriations 
for fortifications. He was not able to call it up 


then, in consequence of the absence of a Senator |} 
who was detained at home by indisposition, and | 
who wished to address the Senate on the subject. || 


_ March 24 
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| making speeches; but the Senate could transact 
all the business now before them by the 30th of 

May. It might make a difference in the House 

of Representatives. He knew from experience, 

that, when a day certain was fixed upon, business 
went on with more expedition, and legislation 

| was conducted with equal propriety. For him- 
self, he was anxious to get away as early as pos- 
sible. With a view that gentlemen might turn 
their attention to the amount of business on hand, 

'to enable them to bring their minds to a conclu- 
sion, he would consent to lay the motion on the 
table, to be taken up again at as early a day as 
possible, 

Mr. BUCHANAN suggested to the Senator 
from Alabama the expediency of postponing the 
further consideration of his resolution until Mon- 
day next. For his own part, (Mr. B. said,) he 
knew, from what little experience he had had in 
legislation, that when a day of adjournment was 
fixed, all accommodated themselves to that day, 
and the business of legislation went on more rap- 
idly and more regularly than if no day had been 
fixed. It appeared to him that they might, with 
propriety, adopt the resolution fixing the adjourn- 

/ment at between two and three months from this 
time; and if the business of the House of Repre- 
| sentatives required more time they could amend 
the resolution to suit themselves. For the present, 
he thought the subject had better be postponed 
_ until Monday next. 

Mr. HENDRICKS would ask whether it would 
not be better to take up the bill on the general 
subject of the commencement and termination of 
the sessions of Congress, and act upon it? 

Mr. LINN suggested the propriety of adopting 
| the principle of the bill referred to by the Senator 
from Indiana, [Mr. Henpricks,] by amending 
the resolution. He only, however, threw out this 
as a suggestion to the mover of the resolution. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, replied, that when the 
subject came up again gentlemen were at liberty 
to offer such amendments as they pleased. The 
| bill, however, did not conflict with the resolution 
/as it applied to the future meetings, as well as 
future adjournments of Congress, while the res- 
olution had reference only to the present session. 
He had no objection, when the resolution came 


He gave notice that he would call up this bill at 
the earliest possible opportunity. 


JOHN M‘CARTY. 


The bill for the relief of John McCarty was 
read the third time and passed: 


JOHN CUMMINS. 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, on leave, introduced a 


read and ordered to a third reading. 
ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, the || 
joint resolution submitted by him designating the | 
day for the adjournment of the two Houses of | 


| Congress was taken up. 


Mr. KING then moved to fill the blank in the 


_ bill with the words, ‘*the 30th day of May next.”’ 


Mr. CLAY said, that he was very desirous of | 


an early adjournment of pemrroee session, and 
indeed would be glad if the 

could be made earlier than the one proposed. So 
anxious was he individually on the subject, that, 
if Congress did not adjourn before that time, he 
thought he would be obliged to adjourn himself. 
He was notsure, however, that they could close 
the session so soon as the 30th of May, if they 
were to discuss the several important questions 
that were before them. One single question on 


| which they were soars yesterday (Mr. Ben- 


| Ton’s resolution) wou 


d engross five or six weeks 
of their time, for that was a resolution present- 
ing an ample field for the most elaborate discus- 


sion. If the other great subjects before the Senate 


were to be discussed at all, he did not think that 
they could get through with them by the 30th of 
May; and he therefore suggested to the gentle- 
man from Alabama, whether it would not be more 


advisable for him to let the resolution lie for the | 


present on the table. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, had no disposition to 
hasten the decision now if he could see the slight- 
est inconvenience resulting from it. He could 
not estimate the time that would be occupied in 


ay of adjournment | 


|| up again, to an amendment making the meetings 
i! of Congress earlier than under the present regu- 
|| lation; for the present, however, he was willing 
|| to postpone the further consideration of the reso- 
|| lution tll Monday next. 

| Mr. BENTON asked if any Senator knew the 
|| number of bills that had been passed of a public 
| nature during this session? It was a fact, that 
| they had passed only six, and one of them was 
|, for the transfer of part of an appropriation made 
|| in another bill. They were near the end of the 
| fourth month of the session, and had passed but 
six public bills. Although it was good to adjourn 
and go home, it was not good to adjourn and go 
| home till they had done the public business. 

| The resolution was then postponed to Monday 
next. 


The resolution of inquiry, submitted by Mr. 
Hewnpricks, relative to certain internal improve- 
ments in Michigan, was agreed to. 


DISTRICT CORPORATIONS. 

On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, the 
Senate took up the bill for the relief of the three 
corporate cities of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KING then gave a brief statement of the 
nature and objects of the bill, and moved to fill 
the blanks with the following sums, which he 
said was the precise amount of the debts severall 
incurred by these corporations to certain indi- 
viduals in Holland, being principal and interest, 
and incidental expenses: 

For the city of Washington, $449,685; 

For the town of Alexandria, $114,640 44; and 

For the town of Georgetown, $116,795 48. 

(The bill provides that the stock held by these 
| corporations in the Chesapeake and Ohio canal 
| shall be placed in the hands of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, as security for the above advances, 
| as that it may be redeemed by them at any time 
| within ten years.} 

‘| ‘The above amendments having been agreed to, 
|| Mr. CALHOUN called for the yeas and nays 
‘| on the question of ordering the bill to be engrossed 
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for a third reading; and the call having been sus- | 











tained, the question was decided in the affirma- | 
tive by the following vote: | 
YEAS—Messrs. Clay, Cuthbert, Ewing of Illinois, Ew- 
ing of Ohio, Goldsborough, Kent, King of Alabama, King | 
of Georgia, Linn, Nicholas, Porter, Preston, Rives, Robbins, | 
Southard, Tallmadge, and Walker—17. oe 
NAYS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Calhoun, Davis, Hill, 
Hubbard, Mangum, Moore, Morris, Niles, Robinson, Shep- || 
Jey, Swift, ‘Tomlinson, Wall, and Wright—16. 


LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI. 


The Senate proceeded, as the special order of 
the day, to the consideration of the bill confirm- 
ing claims to lands in Missouri; and for other 
purposes. raliaees 

Mr. LINN observed that this bill had passed 
the Senate two sessions in succession, and failed in 
the House of Representatives for want of time to 
consider its provisions. ‘Towards the closing hour 
of the session before last, it was referred, by a 
resolution of the House, to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for his supervision, the result of which 
examination he was to report to Congress at its 
next meeting. The Secretary of the Treasury 
called on the Attorney General for his opinion 
on the merits of the claims. That officer, fora 
variety of reasons, was unable to go into a critical 
examination of the claims, and returned them, | 
with an opinion, as far as it went, in favor of the 
claimants. With this opinion of the law officer 
of the Government, they were sent to the House 
of Representatives about the middle of January 
last. 

The commission to which these claims were 
submitted for examination was appointed under 
the act of July 9, 1832, and 2d of March, 1833. 
The first step taken after the organization of the 
board was to cause the publication of a notice in 
all the newspapers of the State, requesting all 
those who were interested in these claims to come 
forward with their feoeaentit as they were then 
ready to receive evidence. ‘T'o prevent all cause 
of cavil or complaint, they were repeated from 
time to time. The commissioners found that, 
from great age and infirmity, many important 
witnesses could not attend at St. Louis, their 
place of sitting, without great inconvenience to 
these old people, and oppression to the claimants. 
The commissioners adjourned to various places, 
as best suited the public convenience. In taking 
testimony, for the purpose of preventing impo- 
sition, they were particularly careful to ascertain 
the standing and respectability of the witnesses 
examined. When an individual, who, from age 


and long residence in the country, was called |, 


upon to testify in these cases, the commissioners 
uniformly made out a certificate of the good char- | 
acter of the witness, which was signed by his 
neighbors. These certificates are now on file in 
the recorder’s office at St. Louis. Notice was also 
published in the newspapers, calling on all ad- 
verse claimants to come forward and attend to 
their interests, the great object of the commis- 
sioners being to make the law final and satisfac- 
tory in its results. But little attention was paid 
to this notice by those most interested in prevent- 
ing the confirmation of the claims now presented 
by the bill for the decision of Congress. 

One set of claims in these reports of the com- 
missioners, and embraced in this bill, are called 
donation or settlement rights, and are based on 
acts of Congress, passed March 2, 1805, April 
24, 1806, March 3, 1807, and June 13, 1812. » 
* * * * The first law gave six hundred and 
forty acres of land to the head of the family, one 
hundred arpens to the wife, fifty for each child, 
and twenty-five arpens for each slave, to all those 
who inhabited and cultivated prior to the 20th of 
December, 1803. This law was in many respects 
liberal in its provisions to the early settlers in 
Louisiana, an had not received grants of land 
either from France or Spain. But this law was | 
mcdified by the act of April 24, 1806, which re- 
quired the commissioners to conform in their de- 
cisions to the instructions of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. These instructions were to grant no 
more to the head of the family than one hundred 
arpens, one hundred arpens for the wife, fifty for 
each child, and twenty-five foreach slave. These 
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hundred and forty acres to the head of the family 











| 


who inhabited on the 20th of December, 1803, and 


| cultivated within eight months after. 


The next class of claims is marked by those 
based on French and Spanish concessions, many 
of which were rejected by former boards of com- 


| missioners by reason of their being located on 


lead mines, salt springs, for want of power in the 


| officer to grant more than a league square, or for 


reasons long since considered untenable. The 
board of commissioners, of which he (Mr. Linn) 


| was a member, labored assiduously to bring this 
matter to a satisfactory conclusion, so import- 


' clusion that these claims would have been con- 
firmed if France or Spain had retained the sover- || 
| eignty ofthe country; butit was not his intention | 


ant in its results to the prosperity of the State 
and to the happiness of the ancient inhabitants 
of the country, who differed from us in laws, 
language, and customs, and to whom so much is 
due for the honesty and simplicity of their lives, 
and who were transferred to this Government 
without being consulted. From a deliberate ex- 


/ amination of all the Spanish law, to which they 


had access, and the usages and customs that were 
practiced on in Louisiana, they came to the con- 


to go into a discussion of the subject, unless it 
became necessary in the course of the debate. 
Mr. CLAY remarked that this bill was one of 
very considerable importance, and ought to at- 
tract the attention of the Senate. Heshould like 
to be informed of the total number of the claims 
confirmed, with the number of acres; and he 
should like to know whether the Committee on 
Private Land Claims had given this subject a 
thorough examination, and were cpanel that 
the decisions of the board of commissioners were 
correct. _Congress, in the act appointing this 
board, reserved to itself the power to revise these 
decisions, and it was their duty to do it carefully. 
These decisions ought to be subjected to such 
scrutiny as to satisfy Congress that they were 
not giving away these lands in the dark. He 
would thank some member of the committee for 
information on these several heads—the number 
of claims, the quantity of acres confirmed, and 
whether the committee had satisfied themselves 


of the correctness of the decision of the board of | 


commissioners. 
Mr. LINN observed that the committee were 
satisfied, from the investigations they had gone 


| into, that the decisions of the board of commis- 


sioners were generally correct. In reply to the 
other point of the inquiries of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, he would state: 

The commissioners reported in the year 1833, favorably 


ON ..cceeecee eccccncecees cece cccctcesetcee 406, CORRIDORS, 
In ISDA. rcce vecce o ceccee cece o eeeecevece 108,000 
Im) LBS ccccccccccves erevecees eee ccccecnce  OeCuU 





POE ccac tices .-» 574,000 arpens. 


Of which amount thirty-five thousand acres is 
founded on donation or settlement right claims. 
Amountin the reports confirmed by the decision 


| of the Supreme Court is— 





Soulard’s CaS. .csceccccesccccvccseees +--+ 10,000 arpens. 
Two of Chouteau........c.00 cccccerscccvecs 8,337 
te ibis ile ius tabeubabntcntees 7,056 
Thomas Mackey..........sse. Geececebous ‘ 800 
Rejected by the Supreme Court— 

Smith, John T...... eeaeemeeeas causes esas 10,000 
Makay, Wherry......ccccccccccesccscceees 1,600 

| Total......00- cccccscceces seeceseee Of/93 AFPENs. | 


Total number of claimants, 351. 


Mr. WALKER did not rise to discuss the 
merits of any of these claims, but to designate the 


course which he should feel it his duty to pur- | 
sue when the Senate should vote on the bill re- | 
| ported confirming these claims. 0 
| claims, in favor of the confirmation of which the | 
board of commissioners have reported, and which | 


Among these 


report is now recommended by the committee of 
the Senate for our sanction, is embraced one 
claim in which Mr. W. had purchased an interest 
several years ago. This was the claim granted 


| to Governor Villemont, embracing Point Chicot, 


| in the Territory of Arkansas. Mr. W.’s interest | 


| in this claim amounted to several hundred Amer- 


¢ i | ican acres, and had Leen acquired by him before 
instructions were very illiberal, and prevented a || 


he became a candidate for the Senate of the 
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| 
in any lands in Arkansas. The genuineness of 

this claim was not disputed by its opponents, 

but, on the contrary, distinctly conceded, and the 

opposition to this claim was based on the alleged 
| non-performance of certain conditions annexed 
to the grant. Mr. W. wished to be distinctly 
understood as expressing no opinion for or 
against the propriety of a further confirmation 
of this grant; and he ‘had risen to state, that hav- 
ing several years since purchased an interest in 
this grant; whenever the Senate should proceed 
to act upon the bill, he should ask to be excused 
by the Senate from voting upon the question. On 
the very day that Mr. W. took his seat in the 
Senate, the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Lixn,] 
now before him, not being apprised of his (Mr. 
W.’s) situation, had asked him to aid in the 
discussion which might arise upon the passage of 
| this bill, when he (Mr. W.) then immediately 
informed the Senator from Missouri that he had 
an interest in this grant, and that he coull take 
no part in the discussion, or express any opinion, 
either in the Senate or elsewhere, to any member 


|| of either House, as regarded the propriety of any 


further confirmation of this grant; but whenever 
the question came up before the Senate, he would 
ask to be excused from voting upon it. 
| Mr. BLACK agreed with the Senator from 
|| Missouri that the decisions of the board of com- 
|| missioners were, as far as we could ascertain, 
| very correct. He had every reason to believe, 
| from the principles laid down by them, that they 
| had not materially erred. There might possibly 
(he said) be errors in the report, but he helieved 
| they were as few as in any report ever before 
| Congress. The cases confirmed in this report 
| were of two descriptions—those in Missouri and 
| those in Arkansas, the latter of which it was not 
| the intention of the committee to embrace in the 
bill. But, inasmuch as doubts existed whether 
| the bill, in its present shape, would not cover the 
|| cases in Arkansas, he would suggest to his friend 
| from Missouri the propriety of making an amend- 
‘| ment so as to exclude them. 
|| Mr. PORTER was one of the members of the 
| committee before whom this subject had been, 
|| and had given a great deal of attention to it. There 
| was not a single claim embraced in the bill that 
|| he did not examine minutely. He had satisfied 
|| himself of the injustness of all of them, and could 
| see no good reason why Arkansas should be 
| taken out of the bill. 
| Mr. KING, of Alabama, said that he could see 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


no propriety in acting now in those cases which 
were in dispute. He, himself, knew nothing of 
them except from the documents which had been 
put in his possession, and which were now be- 
fore the Committee on Public Lands, who had 
not yet reported on them. The Senator from 
Louisiana might himself be satisfied as to these 
'| disputed cases, but when he came to see the re- 
{| es of the committee, he might change his mind. 
| {e put it to the gentleman whether, as a lawyer 
|| or as a judge, he would decide on cases before he 
had examined all that might be said on either 
| side. With regard to the other cases in Arkan- 
| 8as, which were not disputed, he saw no reason 
te they should not be confirmed with the claims 
|, in Missouri. He would not be very strict as to 
| the performance of the conditions where the grants 
| were genuine and made in good faith. To obvi- 
| ate all objections to the bill, and to do equal jus- 
| 


| 


} 


tice to all the claimants, he would offer an amend- 
|| ment that would take out the case of De Villemont, 
| and save the rights of those claiming under him. 
| He would observe that a portion of these lands, 
| in De Villemont’s case, had been sold by the Gov- 
| ernment, and if this case was confirmed, there 
| would not be lands enough left for all the other 
| cases. 

. Mr. K. then submitted the following amend- 





ment: 

Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall apply 
to or be in confirmation of the claim of Don Carlos de Ville- 
mont for a tract of land at Point Chicot. 

Mr. PORTER observed that the whole subject 
had already been examined and reported on by 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
there was no good reason why they should wait 
for a report from another committee, Did the 


} 


| 


i 





great many individuals from obtaining the advant- || United States, and it was the only interest, direct || Senator from Alabama suppose that confirming 
ages of the act of June 13, 1812, which gave six || or indirect, that he now held, or ever had held, 





these claims would cenfer a good title to the 
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lands? The Senator knew that such confirmation 
would be only relinquishing the claim of the 
United States, and that ali parties having con- 
flicting claims could have recourse to the courts 
of justice. Let the claimants under De Ville- 
mont’s grant (he said) go to the courts, and con- 
test the claims of those holding the lands. If the 
Senate refused to confirm these claims, it would 
(Mr. P. said) be going directly contrary to the 
practice of Congress for the last twenty-two 
fears, 

Mr. LINN observed, that the persons claiming 
in Opposition to this grant of De Villemont had, 
as he had stated on a former occasion, ample 
opportunity allowed them of presenting their 
testimony at St. Louis to the board of commis- 
sioners, and had failed todo so. He himself had 
given them the information that the board would 
receive and give every necessary examination to 
their claims. Since the commencement of this 
session, (he said,) and since the petition pre- 
sented by these claimants, he had been informed 
by a gentleman from Missouri, whose attention 
was accidentally called to the subject, that if 
these people had presented their tesumony to the 
board, it would have been met by counter testi- 
mony fully suflicient to overset it. ‘They did 
not, however, avail themselves of the opportunity 
oficred at St. Louis, but came here to interfere 
with the passage of a law so important to the 
people of Missouri. They had wanted him to 
embrace their views in an amendment to the bill; 
but this, for good reasons, he had declined doing. 
He considered that there was a provision for 
these persons in this bill, which protects their 
rights in the same manner as was done in Sou- 
lard’s case. 

Mr. LINN here read the provision and the 
decision of the Supreme Court, as follows: 

* The Court doth, therefore, finally order, adjudge, and 
decree, that the decree of the district court of Missouri be, 
and the same is bereby, annulled and reversed, except as 
to such part or parts of the land surveyed to the said Sou 
iard, pursuantto the aforesaid concession, as had been sold 
by the United States before the filing of the petitions in this 
case; as to wich the decree of the district court is hereby 
affirmed, and the land so sold confirmed to the United 
States. And this Court, proceeding to render such decree 
as the district court ought to have rendered, doth turther 
order, adjudge, and decree, that the title of the petitioners 
to all of the said land embraced in said concession and sur- 
vey, Which has not been so sold by the United States, is 
valid by the laws and treaty aforesaid, and is hereby con 
firmed to them, agreeably to said concession and survey. 
And the Court doth further order, adjudge, and decree, that 
the surveyor of the public lands in the State of Missouri 
shall cause the land specified therein, and in this decree, 
to be surveyed, at the expense of the petitioners, and to do 
euch other aets thercto as are enjoined by law on such sur 
veyor. Also, that such surveyor shall certity on the plats 
and certificates of such survey, to be so made, what partor 
parts of the original survey of such land has been sold as 
aforesaid by the United States, together with the quantity 
thereot; which being ascertained, the said petitioners, their 
heirs, or legal representatives, shall have the right to enter 
the same quantity of land as shall be so certified to have 
been sold by the United States in any land oflice in the 
state of Missouri, after the same shall have been offered for 
sale, Which entry shall be made contormably to the act of 
Congress in such case made and provided.”’ 

He had no doubt but this would be a consola- 
tory decision for those who have taken up land, 
and would go to settle many cases now considered 
doubtful. ‘The honorable Senators from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. L. said,) who were well acquainted 
with the manner in which the energies of the 
people of Kentucky had been crippled and _ par- 
alyzed by the unsettled state of their land titles, 
could very well sympathize with the people of 
Missouri, who were ina similar situation. This 
much he was certain of—the protracting of the 
confirmation of these claims would only have the 
effect of enabling the lawyers to reap a rich 
harvest. He did not think it necessary to go 
further into this subject. He only regretted that 
these people had come here for the purpose of 
poisoning the minds of the members of Congress 
against a measure so just and necessary, instead 
of having presented their claims, with the neces- 
sary evidence, at a proper time, and before the 
proper tribunal, Now, he appealed to every gen- 
tleman if it was just that this untimely applica- 
tion should interfere with the settlement of a sub- 


portant interests were involved ? 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, said it was some time 
since he had turned his attention to this matter; 
but, according to his recollection of the case, in 
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| commissioners. 


| reply to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Por- 
| Ter} he gave his reasons why he thought the | 
| course proposed to be pursued was no departure 

| from parliamentary rules. 
| to be all satisfied, with the exception of this in- 


| the reasons he had stated on a former occasion, | 


1795, a grant was made to Villemont, on express || 
conditions, that the land should be settled within | 
three years, and a road cleared out in one. It | 
was a grant of nine square miles, and was a | 
naked grant on that duaalinlads The heirs under | 
Villemont did not contend that they ever settled || 
on it, although sixteen years had elapsed since || 
the grant was made. It had appeared in evidence, || 
that Villemont had offered an individual a choice 
part of it, if he would settle on it, and thereby 
preserve the tide in Villemont. He (Mr. E.) 
had read the Spanish Jaws relating to settlements, 
which held the settlers to as exacta fulfillment of 
conditions as ours. With the impressions now 
upon his mind, he cou!d not vote for this claim, 
or for the bill, if it should be retained in it. 

Mr. LINN said that he held in his hand a letter 
from adistinguished gentleman’of Missouri,which || 
gave the following information: that De Ville- | 
mont at an early period had improved this prop- 
erty; his wife and family still reside thereon; and 
that much difficulty existed, from the inroads of | 
the Indians, in making settlements in that remote | 
and unprotected region, ‘The Supreme Court in | 
Arrodondo’s case had laid it down that the right 
of the claimant under a Spanish grant was not 
invalidated by the non-performance of the con- 
ditions, when he could satisfactorily make it 
appear that he had been prevented from fulfilling 
this condition, either by the King’s enemies, or 
by any other imperative cause. ‘The testimony 
went on to show that, in De Villemont’s case, the 
land had in the first instance been held in pos- 
session by hostile Indians; and secondly, that De 
Villemonthad been removed from that part of the 
country by the order of his superior officer, and 
sent to another and distant command; by both of | 
which means he was prevented from fulfilling 
the condition of occupancy. Mr. L. said that, for | 


he could not accept the amendment of the Sena- || 
tor from Alabama, but he would not oppose it. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, was sorry his friend 
from Missouri had thought it necessary to refuse 
this amendment. He knew the board of com- 
missioners had done allin their power to do justice | 
and to give satisfaction; but the honorable Sena- | 
tor had mistaken the object of the action of the | 
He (Mr. K.) had, at a former 
yeriod, apprised the Senator from Missouri {[Mr. 
aan’ of the state of the matter. The delay in 
presenting the claim and certificate was canada wy 
sickness, The case was decided on a mistaken 
view of the laws of Spain. The case of Arro- 
dondo was to settle the land and put on so many 
settlers; but the moment of the Florida transfer | 
the terms of the condition were at an end. In || 


As the Senate seemed 


dividual case, he thought they had better go on 
with the bill, without including it, and take it up 
again. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, said, so far as he had 


information, his opinion was against this claim, 


and without further information, or until he was 
better satisfied, he must vote against it. 
The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Kine, of Alabama, was agreed to, 
Mr. PORTER then submitted an amendment, 
to come in after the amendment of Mr. Kinga, in 


_ the following words: 


And provided also, ‘That nothing in this act contained 


| shall apply to, or be in confirmation of, the following etaims: 


ject so long delayed, and in which so many im- 
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This amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. EWING, after some remarks, offered the 
following resolution: 

This act shall confer no title to such land, in opposition 
to the rights required by such location or purchase; but the 
individual or individuals whose claims are hereby con- 
firmed shall be permitted to locate so much thereof as in- 


| terferes with such location or purchase. 


Mr. PORTER did not see any reason wh 
squatters on the public lands should be stbtented. 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, was not himself dis- 


_ posed to favor squatters, although they had here- 


tofore, he thought, been treated very liberally for 
squatting. He would do no act that would con- 
firm titles to lands claimed by them, for which 
patents had issued to others; as it would be pro- 
ductive of litigation, and give rise to claims for 
damages against the United States. : 

Mr. Ewine’s amendment was then agreed to; 
and the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

U. S. REVOLUTIONARY LAND WARRANTS. 

The bill to extend the time for issuing scrip for 
the satisfaction of the United States revolutionary 
land warrants was taken up; and after a short 
debate was, on motion by Mr. Kine, of Georgia, 
laid on the table. 

The Senate then adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 24, 1836. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 


Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph 


Hall; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of John Herrick; and 

A bill for the relief of Ann Evans, 

Mr. BOON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to reorganize the General 
Land Office: 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported the following 
bills; which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the reliefof the heirs-at-law of Joshua 


| Fanning, deceased; and 


A bill for the relief of the heirs of Lieutenant 
Colonel Campbell. 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill to authorize the sale of a certain section 
of land in the State of Ilinois: 

A bill for the relief of James Brewer, of Ohio; 


and 


A bill to create the office of Surveyor of the 
Public Lands in that part of the Territory of 


Michigan west of Lake Michigan. 


Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the re- 


| lief of Benedict Alford and Robert Brush; which 
| was read twice and committed. 


Mr. CHAPIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 


| the’ heirs and legal representatives of Captain 


John Marks, deceased; which was read twice 
and committed. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD, from the Committee on the 


| District of Columbia, reported a bill for reviving 


and extending the charter of the Eastern Branch 
Bridge Company; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of Moses 
Treadwell; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relicf of James McFarland; and 

A bill for the relief of Josiah Strong. 

Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of certain 
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persons entitled to reservations of land under the | 
treaty of 1830 with the Choctaws. 

Mr. JONES, of Virginia, from the Committee | 
on the Judiciary, reported, with an amendment, 
the bill from the Senate for the better organization 
of the United States courts in the State of Ala- 
bama. 

The amendment was agreed to; and, having 
been engrossed, the bill was read the third time. 

After some remarks, mostly of an explanatory 
character, by Messrs. WILLIAMS of North 
Carolina, LAWLER, UNDERWOOD, MAR- 
TIN, HUNTSMAN, EVERETT, BEARDS- 
LEY, and MERCER, the latter gentleman moved 
to postpone the further consideration of the bill 
until to-morrow; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GILLET, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to fix the number and com- 


pensation of officers of the customs, and to alter | 
certain collection districts,and for other purposes; | 


which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 


and Canals, reported the following bills; which 


were read twice and committed: 

A bill to authorize the New Orleans and Car- 
rollton Railroad Company to construct a road 
through the public lands from Carrollton to Bayou 
Sarah, in the State of Louisiana; 

A bill to provide for the construction of a road 
from Helena to Jackson, in Arkansas; and 

A bill to improve the navigation of certain 
rivers. 

Mr. P. C. FULLER, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Jonathan 
Davis; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill authoring the 
officers and managers of the Washington Monu- 
ment Society to erect the same on the public 
grounds; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. STORER, from the Commitiee on Revo- 
lutionary Peusions; Messrs. EVANSand HOAR, 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; Mr. 
MUHLENBERG, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims; and Mr. GILLET, from the 
Committee on Commerce —made unfavorable re- 
ports upou various petitions. 

On motion by Mr. WHITTLESEY, the Com- 
mittee on Claims were discharged from the further 
consideration of the petitions of Charles Grood- 
speed and Ebenezer Wilcox, and the same were 
referred to the Third Auditor. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, made unfa- 
vorable reports in the cases of William Eaton, 
James Clyman, William McBride, Amos W. 

Brown, Elisha Foster, Daniel Sherwood, and 
William Cox; which were laid on the table. 

On motion by Mr. W., the committee were 
further discharged from the consideration of the 
petition of the widow Bowman, and the same 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole, to 


whom a bill involving the matter in the petition | 


had been referred. 


Mr. BOYD called for the order of the day, and | 


asked the consent of the House, preliminary to 
the consideration of the same, to introduce a res- 


olution making the contested election from North | 


Carolina the special order for ne and Satur- 


day as well as this day, in order to dispose of the || 


subject as speedily as possible. 
Objection being a Mr. BOYD moved to 


suspend the rules to enable him to submit his reso- | 
lution; which was agreed to—yeas 134, nays not | 


counted. 
The resolution was then submitted and agreed to. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 
The House then, pursuant to the resolution 


adopted on Saturday, the 19th of March, pro- | 


ceeded to the consideration of the special order, 
being the report of the Committee of Elections 
on the contested election for the twelfth congres- 
sional district of North Carolina. 

The report of the majority of the committee 
was in favor of the petitioner, David Newland, 
and concluded with the following resolution: 

Resolved, That James Graham is not entitled to a seat 
in this House, and that David Newland is entitled to a seat 
in this House. 

Mr. GRAHAM moved the following amend- 
ment thereto. Strike out all after the word ‘ re- 
solved,’’ and insert the following: 

** That the depositions which have been cominunicated to 
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the House by the Speaker, and Inid oa the table, sinee the 
report of the Committee of Elections was made. wherever 
taken upon due notice, may be received by the House as 
testimony in this case,”? [concluding by the names of the 
voters. } 

Mr. NEWLAND (the petitioner) hoped his 
honorable opponent would furnish some reasons 
why the resolution should be stricken out. He 
did not rise to make a speech, but merely to in- 
voke the House not to adopt the resolution of 
the sitting member, unless rood and sufficient 
reasons could be given by him for so doing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, called 
for the yeas and nays on the question; which 
were ordered. . 

Mr. McK AY inquired if those depositions had 
all been taken since the committee refused the 
application for further time, because if it was 
taken subsequently to that refusal, he should 
think the House would not be disposed to con- 
sider it as part of the evidence in the ease. He 
should also be glad to know whether the notices 
for taking that testimony were given before the 
decision of the committee or subsequently. 

Mr. GRAHAM (the sittine member) stated 
that the notice was given after the committee had 
refused further time. The committee refused 
time about the middle of January. The com- 
mittee said the application for time must be made 
in writing, He gave itin writing; but during the 
time it was under consideration, he (Mr. G.) was 
taken sick, and remained sick about ten days or 
two weeks, and about the last of January, he 
was informed that no more depositions would 
be received by the committee. fhe considered it 
an act of gross injustice, not only to himself, but 
to the people of his district, and he resolved on 
taking further depositions, and gave notice accord-, 
ingly to his agents; and he was ready and will- 
ing to prove that the petitioner not only had 
ample notice, but that he instructed his agents 
not to cross-examine the witnesses. He asked 
nothing but strict justice. He did not ask any 
testimony to be received, unless the petitioner 
had full, ample, and satisfactory notice of the 
time and place of taking it. The tesumony was 
there fuil and complete, and he did hope that, 
under those circumstances, the House would 
not reject the testimony of the people speaking 
in their own behalf. 

Mr. NEWLAND said, the notice that the sit- 
ting member had served on him in this case was 
received about the 24th of January—a full half 
month after the committee had decided that they 
would not receive any further testimony, and that 
notice called upon him to be at home in eleven 


‘days from that time, for the purpose of cross- 


examining those witnesses. The sitting member 
had told the committee and the House that a par- 
amount duty called him to Washington at the 
first of the session. He (the petitioner) came on 
also, expecting that no further tesumony would 
be taken; the subject came up in committee, and 
not a word was said by the sitting member about 
further time; but after the gentleman had exam- 
ined the testimony, he objected to it; and he (Mr. 
N.) never knew a lawyer to object to testmony 
unless it was against him. The committee told 


member gave him notice that he intended to take 
further depositions, and to take depositions, too, 


day. 


to him (Mr. N.) perfectly strange; for he never 
had seen them, by which he was going to prove 
that the petitioner had not only ample notice, but 
that he had instructed his agents not to cross- 
examine the witnesses. Now, the truth was, 
when the committee decided that they would 


be authorized to take devositions to 


it was his misfortune, not his fault. 


the gentleman he could not have further time; | 
|| but after a half month had elapsed, the sitting 


at places some hundred miles apart on the same | 
He thought no precedent could be found | 
for this kind of procedure. The gentleman had | 
referred to eee on your table which were | 


receive no further testimony, he (Mr. N.) had || would not undertake to say, as he did not know 
received a letter from a friend of his, who said |! 

that he had discovered several illegal votes which || 
were given to the sitting member, and asked to 
‘ rove the | 
fact; but he (Mr. N.) frankly informed him that 
he could not authorize him to take further testi- 
mony. This was the truth, and the whole truth; 
and if he was to be censured for acting honestly, 
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Mr. MAURY feared gentlemen labored under 


a misapprehension in regard to the point decided 
by the committee. The application made for far- 
ther time to take depositions was decided agatnst 
the sitting member, but to receive the depositions 
now before them was adistinet proposition. The 
sitting member asked to be allowed further time, 
and the committee refused to grant that specific 
application. ‘They did not decide that additionai 
testimony would not be received; but that further 
time to the first of March would not be allowed, 
because it would be doing injustice to the peti- 
tioner to keep him on expenses. 
decide that, if testimony came forward in the 
mean time, taken under the laws of North Car- 
olina, it would be rejected. 
uary—he did not know whether before or after 
the decision of the committee—depositions taken 
in behalf of the petitioner were received by the 
committee, 
that no further time would be allowed; the com- 
mittee was not the ultimate arbiter of questions 
of that kind; the House of Representatives was 
the tribunal before whom that question was to 
he 


They did not 


Some time in Jan- 


But suppose the committee decided 


decided. 


Sir, there are depositions which 


had been lying three or four weeks on your table, 


which were communicated from the penn 
chair, and the House had ordered them to be print- 


ed; there was testimony which the sitting member 


had asserted was taken in conformity to the laws 
of North Carolina, and with due notice given— 
depositions of men of chararter, not to be im- 
peached, asserting positive facts, and facts in 
which themselves were concerned; and would 
the House refuse to receive it? Would the House 
sanction a thing of this kind? He asked, why 
had the petiuioner written to his agents not to at- 
tend to cross-examine the witnesses? Was he 
apprehensive that he might be estopped? If the 
peuutioner came there claiming a seat, he must 
think he was legally entitled to it; then he ought 
to be in favor of giving ample range to the taking 
of depositions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, said, if the 
present amendment was adopted, it would cut off 
the conclusion to whichthe committee had come. 
He wanted to hear all the testimony he possibly 
could, to come to a correct conclusion; but he 
was not in favor of cutting off the conclusion to 
which the committee had come by this amend- 
ment, Ile hoped a separate proposition would 
be made, so as to leave the committee's report as 
it was. He wanted to vote that all the deposi- 
be taken which could be taken; but he 
wanted to vote oua separate proposition, so that 
they would have something left after that vote was 
taken. ‘The subject ought certainly to be left in 
some tangible manner, so that they might refer it 
back to the committee, if necessary. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said, it seemed to him, 
that the resolution now offered by the honorable 
sitting member could not be adopted consistently 
with the decision made by the House a few days 
ago. The resolution proposed that we should 
receive testimony taken after the Committee of 
Elections had decided that they would not receive 
any additional testimony. It would be recol- 
lected that, shortly after the commencement of 
the session of Congress, the petitioner addressed 
his petition here, claiming his right to a seat in 
this House. The petition, with the depositions 
in the case, were referred to the Committee of 
Elections. The parties proceeded to try their 
cause before the committee, and about the middle 
of January, after six weeks of the session of 


tions 


| Congress had elapsed, the sitting member applied 


for time to take further testimony. ‘The commit- 


|, tee denied, and, as he thought, very properly de- 
|| nied, this oe Whether the sitting mem- 


| ber was induced to make this application at that 


|| late day, from a presentiment that the report of 


| the committee would be unfavorable to him, he 
the fact. A report was made to the House ad- 
verse to the sitting member, and then the honor- 
able sitting member, or some other gentleman, 
by way of appeal from the decision of that com- 
mittee refusing to give him further time, moved 
to recommit the whole subject to the Committee 
of Elections, to the end that the sitting member 
might have further time to take testimony. 
he justice and injustice, the reasonableness 
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aa ea 
and unreasonableness of recommitting the case, |! 


for the purpose of receiving supplemental testi- 


mony, was here debat d for several days, and the | 
House, by a large majority, refused to recommit | 
the case forthe purpose of hearing new testimony, | 
and thus most clearly and emphatically confirmed | 
the previous decision of the committee. The case | 


was then set down as a special order for this day. 


There ports and the evidence of the parties, as | 


adduced before the committee and received by 
them, together with such extracts from the con- 


stitution and laws of North Carolina as relate to | 


the matter, were ordered to be printed and laid 
upon our tables; and gentlemen, when they came 
here this morning, had a right to suppose that 
they were to try the case under the law and the 
testimony before them, when, all at once, the 
honorable sitting member introduced the resolu- 
tion now under consideration. 


Mr. V. said, he could not see how, if we had 


any regard to consistency, we could adopt the 
resolution, They proposed that certain deposi- 
tions should here be received which were not 
only taken after the decision of the committec, 
(which had thus been sanctioned by the House, ) 
that no further testimony should be received, but 
had been promulgated; but the notice for taking 
which was served upon the petitioner after the 
decision of the committee against taking further 
testimony was made public. The notice then was 
given, and the depositions were taken in the very 
teeth of the decision of the committee—a decision, 


too, which this House had held to be just and | 


proper. What would we say by adopting the 
resolutions under consideration? Why, sir, we 
would exhibit ourselves in the most inconsistent 
and unenviable position, of first declaring that the 
parties should not have further time after the 
middle of January to take additional testimony, 
and then deciding that if the parties, after the 
middle of January, and in defiance of a decision 
of the committee which we had confirmed, pro- 
ceeded to take additional testimony, we would 
here receive it! He hardly supposed that a ma- 
jority of this House was prepared to exhibit such 
a spectacle of instability and inconsistency to the 
nation. He could not conceive how any gentleman 
who voted with the majority on the motion to 
recommit, could withthe least semblance of con- 


sistency vote for the resolution now before the | 


House. 
He knew that many arguments, popular at first 
blush, would be urged against the view he was 


taking. Some had already been urged by the hon- | 
orable gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Maury,] | 


who said it was hard, very hard, that depositions 
which told the truth should be excluded. If this 
argument, in the naked abstract form in which it 


is urged here, should be deemed sound in con- | 


tests, either here or in courts of justice, it would 
be more than idle lonzer to talk about the exist- 
ence of salutary rules of practice and proceedings, 
which promote the great ends of justice. Every 
consideration of justice and expediency required 
that there should be some time in every contro- 


versy when testimony should be considered as | 


closed; otherwise a party might enter upon trial, 
calculate upon the weakness of his adversary’s 
cause, and then, when disappointed as to the 


strength of it, he might move for further time to |! 


take tesumony in order to atone for the too san- 
guine temperament with which he commenced the 
trial, 
ble in some cases, had not much force here, when 
we recurred to the prominent circumstances of 
the case, so far as they regarded this question. 
The sitting member had had more than sixty 
days for taking testimony before the session of 
Congress. He had had six weeks here before he 
expressed a desire to take other evidence, and all 
that time proceeding with his case before the 
committee. He waited until the matter should, 
in justice to the electors of the district, have been 
decided. His laches were entirely inexcusable. 
Reason and justice protested against the new 


movement made by him after such a lapse of time. | 
It was the policy of all intelligent equity tribunals 
to guard against the mischievous protraction of | 


controversies which would ensue, if parties could, 
in the last stages of a cause, be permitied to go 


back and take evidence according to the exigency | 
of the case, The honorable chairman of the Com- |: 
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mittee of Elections [Mr. CLarsorne] had, a few 
days ago, told us whata court of chancery would 
do in such a case as this. He knew not whatsuch 
courts would do in Virginia; but he could say that, 
in the State which he had the honor in part to rep- 
resent,a party in chancery was obliged, before he 
commenced taking his testimony, to serve his ad- 
versary with a notice containing the names of all his 
witnesses, 80 as to prevent him from speculating 
upon the chance of getting along with one portion 
oe Seen before he resorted to another, and 
to prevent the delay consequent upon the practice 
of hunting, at alate stage, new testimony, accord- 
ing as the case pinches. He certainly could not 
see that the committee had made a Sex or op- 
pressive decision to the sitting member, when 
they refused to receive new testimony, or give 
time to take new testimony after the middle of 
January; and he would in conclusion repeat that 
he could not perceive how we could, consistently 
with our former decision, receive these deposi- 
tions thus taken, after the decision of the com- 
mittee was announced. 

Mr. HARDIN said, if he understood the ques- 
tion, it was whether the depositions printed by 
order of the House, and on every gentléman’s 


, table, were to be considered by each member as 


evidence now before him, and as evidence to 


make up an opinion by? He, for one, would | 


receive evidence from any quarter he could obtain 


it, if he believed in its truth; and whether he got | 


it from the arguments of gentlemen or from evi- 


dence legally taken, he was willing to receive it, | 


before they decided it would be necessary to call 
attention to the facts. The notice for taking 
testimony, served by the petitioner on the sitting 
member, was on the 2d of October, which left 
about two months for taking testimony up to the 
meeting of Congress. It was not certainly to be 
expected that the sitting member should take 
depositions until the 


them. Now, he would ask the gentleman from 


New York, [Mr. Vanvereoert,] whose State had | 


a more enlightened judiciary than any other, 
whether it was incumbent on a defendant to take 
any depositions until the complainant should take 
rule? The first notice the sitting member received 
for taking depositions was on the 19th of October, 
and on the 29th of that month the first depositions 
were taken, leaving but a litle over a month for 
taking all the depositions necessary. The next 
notice was for the 4th of November; and the 
next for the 23d day of November; and the fourth 
notice was for the 27th day of November. If 
gentlemen would examine, they would discover 
the situation of the sitting member. He would 
ask the House, where was the time the sitting 
member had for taking testimony, when the first 
notice for taking evidence was not given until a 
month before the meeting of Congress? 

Mr. H. said these facts proved the hardship of 
the case of the sitting member, for he was com- 
pelled to set out for Washington at a given time; 
whereas the petitioner might have remained as 
long as he pleased, so long as he came here any 
time within the two years. Of this advantage 
he availed himself, for he continued to take testi- 
mony after the sitting member left home. He 
hoped they should find the gentleman from New 


York carrying out the principle he had laid down, | 


which was a correct one; and then all the testi- 


| mony under the head of ** sundries,’’ or * sundry 
The argument of hardship, however forci- || 


other persons,”’ in the petitioner’s notices would 
be excluded. Each witness, the gentleman laid 
down, must be specified, so said Mr. H., and that 
was sound doctrine. 


home to take his seat in Congress, the sitting 
member had not been allowed sufficient time. 
He denied that the House had, by its vote to 
refuse further time, or to recommit for further 
time, indicated its indisposition to receive the de- 
positions sent in and laid on the table since the 
report of the committee was made. On the con- 
trary, if anything was indicated by that vote, it 


| was that they would receive it; and such was the 
/ express tenor of the remarks made» at the time 


(on Saturday last) by a gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Giascock,) who said he was prepared to 


receive and consider all the depositions since sent | 


/ ins 


etitioner began to take | 





March 24, 
provided they had been taken agreeably to 
the constitution and laws of North Carolina. He 
hoped the House would receive the testimony 
and, in deciding upon the merits of the controversy, 
would bear in mind that it was a question with the 
people of North Carolina rather than between the 
two gentlemen contesting for the seat. 

Mr. HAWES replied by contending that the 
notice given by the petitioner to the sitting mem- 
ber was sufficient. He thought this the plainest 
proposition ever submitted to a deliberative body, 
The whole subject had been referred to an organ. 
ized standing committee of the House, whose 
decision he felt bound to respect. Besides, the sit- 
ting member made no application for further time 
to take additional depositions until he had ascer- 
tained that the testimony already before the com- 
mittee would give his opponent the seat. He con-. 
trasted the conduct of the two candidates. While 
one disregarded the decision of the committee, the 
other (the petitioner) submitted to it, and imme- 
diately wrote off to his agents to take no more 
testimony for him. These were the facts: on the 
14th January the committee informed both gentle- 
men that they should take no further testimony; 
and sixteen hee after that, on the 30th of Jan- 
uary, the sitting member gave notice that he 


| should proceed to take further testimony, eleven 


days afterwards, in North Carolina. Mr. H. 
should vote against the reception of this testimony 
by the House, and sustain the report of the com- 
mittee, which he believed was founded on the 
strictest justice. 

Mr. GRAHAM explained that he made his 
application to the committee for an extension of 
time before he had made a review of the testi- 
mony. 

Mr. LOVE adverted to the decision of the com- 


| mittee, which, according to his understanding of 


it, was this: not that the sitting member should 
not take additional depositions, but that no fur- 
ther time should be allowed by the committee 
upon whichthey would act. The committee had 
not decided that further testimony should not be 
taken, but that they would give no further time, 
and that the party would run the hazard of taking 
it without having the action of the committee 
thereon. He should be glad to know from some 


| one of the committee if he was correct or not? 


Mr. MAURY confirmed this interpretation of 
the committee’s decision, and referred to the re- 


| port of the minority as indicative of that sense 


of it. 
Mr. SPEIGHT adverted to the equity practice 
in North Carolina, which was, that, whenever a 


, cause was set down for hearing, each party was 


thereafter barred from taking further testimony 
without leave of court. He also stated the fact, 
that the petitioner had, in consequence of the 


| committee's decision, replied to and rejected the 


tender of additional depositions which had been 
offered to him. 

Mr. NEWLAND gave a statement of the fact, 
that a gentleman of Haywood county had written 


| to him, and informed him that he could procure 
_ evidence of bad votes in the sitting member’s poll; 
| but Mr. N. had replied, that, in consequence of 


the committee’s decision that the case was closed, 
he refused it. He had left no agents to act for 
him, as had been stated, except in one instance. 
The letter in question was a spontaneous offer. 


Mr. SPEIGHT hoped the House would not 


| delay the main question by a lengthy discussion 


ona mere incidental one, or, if a decision of the 


| House was required, that it would be considered 
Apply it, and all the peti- || 
tioner’s depositions but four must then be stricken || 
out. He again repeated that, from the large extent | 
of the district, and his being compelled to leave | 


as a substantive proposition, and not mixed up 
with the other and more material question. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, could not as- 
sent 0 the interpretation of the vote of the House 
made by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
VANDERPOEL,| nor to that gentleman’s view on 
the decision of the committee, for the refusal to 
give further time did not reject the consideration 
of additional testimony, and he was in favor of 
receiving it, 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, would ask if 
any court ever did admit testimony taken under 
such circumstances as this? He cared not so 
much what the law or practice of North Carolina 
or any other State might be; but, judging it by the 
common law, or by the rules of common sense, 
no other construction could be put upon the 
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